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THE M NUTES OF THE REGULAR CI TY COUNCI L MEETI NG HELD
MONDAY, AUGUST 7, 2000 AT 6:30 P.M

The Meeting was called to order at 6:30 p.m Present: Council
Chai rperson Shoecraft; Council Menbers: Canp, Cook, Fortenberry,
Johnson, McRoy, Seng; Joan Ross, Deputy City d erk.

The Council stood for a monment of silent neditation.

READI NG OF THE M NUTES

FORTENBERRY Havi ng been appointed to read the minutes of the City Counci
proceedi ngs of July 31, 2000, reported having done so, found sane
correct.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the follow ng vote: AYES. Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

PUBLI C HEARI NG

APP. OF RAI NVAKER RESTAURANT CORP. DBA LAZLO S BREWERY & GRILL FOR A CLASS C &
LI QUOR CATERI NG LI CENSE AT 5900 OLD CHENEY RD. - Scott Ml ler, 7041 Whody
Creek Lane, took oath: |I'mthe president of Rainnaker representing both
items 1 & 2. Rai nmaker Restaurant Corp. has Lazlo's Brewery & Gill
This is just our application for a new south location & it's fairly
straight forward, but I'll entertain any questions that you mi ght have.
This matter was taken under advi senent.

MAN. APP. OF SCOTT BOLES FOR RAI NVAKER RESTAURANT CORP. DBA LAZLO S BREVERY &
GRILL AT 5900 OLD CHENEY ROAD - Joan Ross, Deputy City Cerk: And you
wer e speaki ng on his behal f, too?

Scott MIler: Yes |I'mspeaking on Scott's behal f.
This matter was taken under advi senent.

APP. OF P.L.P., LLC DBA SUN VALLEY BAR & GRILL TO EXPAND THEI R PRESENTLY
LI CENSED PREM SES BY THE ADDI TI ON OF AN AREA MEASURI NG 55' BY 60" TO THE
NORTH AT 300 W P ST. (7/31/00 - PUBLIC HEARI NG & VOTE CONT. TO 8/7/00)
(I' N CONNECTI ON W 00R-198, S.P. #1776A);

SPECIAL PERM T 1776A - APP. OF SUN VALLEY BAR & GRILL TO PERM T THE SALE OF
ALCOHOLI C BEVERAGES FOR CONSUMPTI ON ON & OFF THE PREM SES ON PROPERTY
GENERALLY LOCATED AT 300 W “P" ST. - Mchael Rierden, 645 M St., Suite
200, took oath: M. Chairman and Menbers of the Council, Mchael Rierden
appearing on behalf of the applicant , Sun Valley Bar & Gill. Paul
Pfundt is the principal in this particular application. | apol ogize for
| ast week he was unaware of the hearings and tonight he is unable to
appear. He asked nme to appear on his behalf. Wat you have in front of
you are two requests, one is for the, nmerely, the extension of his
licensed prem ses. He's added a restaurant facility and another or a bar
within this new |icensed extension area. And, the other itembefore you
is the Special Permit which you commonly see in these types of matters.
It's ny understanding that Planning is reconmendi ng conditional approva
to you and we agree with all of the conditions of the Special Permt. |
think the extension request is in conpliance with the Nebraska Liquor
Control Act. W ask you to look favorably upon this. I'd attenpt to
answer any questions Council Menbers nmay have.

This matter was taken under advi senent.

AMENDI NG SECS. 8.38.090, 8.40.070, 8.44.070, & 24.38.070 OF THE LMC TO | NCREASE
THE FEES FOR SW MM NG POOLS, SPA FACI LI TIES, MAI NTAI NI NG OR USI NG WATER
VELLS WTHIN THE CITY LIMTS, & CONSTRUCTI NG & ALTERNATI NG | NDI VI DUAL
SEWAGE SYSTEMS, & AMENDI NG SEC. 8. 44. 060 TO PROVI DE FOR BI - ANNUAL PERM TS
FOR WATER WELLS WTHIN THE CITY - Leon Vinci, Director of Health Dept.
Good eveni ng, nenbers of the Council. M nanme is Leon Vinci and I'mthe
Health Director of Lincoln and Lancaster County. Wth me is John M ner
our supervisor for our Water Program Services. The itembefore you this
evening is as you'll note from some of the information in your packet
refers to an assessnent we nade recently concerning those areas of fees
and permts and they hadn't been changed or addressed in 10 years,
roughly, so we thought it was tine to keep current and to recomend somne
smal | changes. After Board of Health review, after solicitation input

fromthe public through focus groups and sone direct contact, | think we
sent out sone 300 letters at one tine, and it's been an ongoi ng process
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and now it's culmnating with the proposal before you tonight.
This matter was taken under advi senent.

APPROVI NG THE DOANTOAMN LI NCOLN ASSOCI ATI ON BUDGET FOR FY 2000- 2001 MANAGEMENT &
MAI NTENANCE DI STRICTS - ©Marc Wil I schl eger, Urban Devel opnent Director:
Good evening, |'mMarc Wil | schl eger City Urban Devel opnent and |' mhere to
i ntroduce DLA' s annual program of work and BID budgets for review and
public hearing. These docunents before you tonight include the proposed
budget for the second year of the managenent BID which is reconstituted
and re-authorized last year, 1999. Also, before you is proposed budget
for the Downtown Maintenance BID, so both nmanagenent and mai nt enance
which is renewed insignificantly, expanded three years ago, 1997 is you
recall that. All these docunents have been thoroughly reviewed by Urban
Devel oprment, Law, Mayor's O fice, and the DLA Board. |f you recall we are
t he body that oversees DLA and the naintenance and the managenent BID s.
The mai nt enance BI D has been under great pressure this year. They've had
alittle trouble operating and have been short on funds. They have been
real inventive and found ways to neet that budget. You see the new Andy

the little sidewal k sweeper out operating. | saw it today out operating
and that was donated by Updowntowners. That's one of the ways they are
nmeeting their budget. I'm happy to answer any questions now or after

DLA's comments. Right nowl'd like to turn things over to Polly McMil I en.
Pol I y's Executive Director of Downtown Lincoln Association, Polly.

Pol Iy McMul | en, Executive Director of Downtown Lincoln Association
Thank you Marc and good eveni ng Council Menbers. Wth ne toni ght are Gene
Langdal e our nmi nt enance supervi sor and Brenda Pool e our Finance Director
in case you have any questions. We do know you have a |ong evening
tonight so we're going to be very, very brief. As the Mayor explai ned,
t he Mayor pardon ne, as Marc expl ai ned the budgets before you toni ght are
al nrost identical to the ones that you approved |ast year. The proposed
managenent BI D budget is a very hold the line budget. In fact, the bottom
line total budget on the proposed next years budget is actually $75.00
| ower than our current years budget, so we're proud of that. As we noted
in our cover nenp to you in July when we subnitted these budgets we were
in the final stages then of sone organizational changes, nanely the
creation of an Events Managenent Corp. for Downtown. We therefore had to
submit to you two versions of our nmanagenment budget. Budget A was based
on our current structure and would be the one that we would go forward
with if the Events Corporation were not going to happen. Budget B was
based on our new structure and |'m pleased to report that |ast week the
Updownt owners did unaninously approve the details of the new Events
Cor por ati on. So, tonight we are officially asking you to wthdraw
Managenment Budget A and to approve Managenent Budget B for the coning
year. The one difference between A and B they are al nost identical, but
in B the Updowntowners will begin to share some of the administrative
costs now that have been totally borne by DLA and what that gives us the
ability to do is to redirect about $22,000 into prograns and services for
Downt own and for our rate payers, soit's a good deal. On the nmintenance
budget, we very much appreciate your efforts and the efforts of the
Adnministration to find sone additional dollars for this programwhich Marc
wel | described, it's been under a lot of stress this |last year. And, we
do hope you will approve those funds. |'d like to close by taking the
opportunity to just thank each and every one of you for all your support
this past year of Downtown. |It's really quite an exciting tine, lots of
good things are happening. | think thanks to the work of our mai ntenance
crew Downtown | ooks wonderful. The flowers, the cleanliness, the
Updownt owners have really hel ped us raise the bar even higher with the
street sweeper. W've got |ots of redevel opment projects under way, so we
thank you because all of this would not be possible wthout the strong
partnership that we have with you

M. Shoecraft: Polly, | just wanted to say | want to commend you on
your | eadership, DLA Board. I  know Councilwoman Seng is our
representative on that and your maintenance division. Were Downtown has
been to where it is today | amvery, very proud of Downtown Lincoln.

Ms. McMul | en: Thank you.

M. Shoecraft: And, |I'm very proud to say to a visitor or to a
friend this is Downtown Lincoln. It's absolutely incredible. It
reflected on ne howclean it is and the sense of security that you get now
and the friendliness and I conmmend you and your organi zation and the Board
nmenbers and t he mai nt enance divi sion and ny col | eagues on the Council and
the Adnministration also for this wonderful partnership to develop a
wonder ful Downt own, so thank you

Ms. McMul I en: Thank you we appreci ate you coments. Lots of people
have worked hard.
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M. Fortenberry: Polly, let nme just second that. | was reflecting
on sonething simlar. | do this subconsciously quite a bit, but did it

conscientiously recently as | was coning down 180 and of course you get
t he panoram c view of Downtown and seeing |arge cranes constructing the
various projects that we've had over the |last year, which is good, infil
devel opnent on areas that had been in decline or underutilized is just
such a trenendous, | guess, credit to your efforts and of course the
private sectors efforts, but also the Cities efforts to work together on
all these projects so really proud of you and thanks for all your hard
wor ks.
Ms. McMullen: Thanks to all of you.
This matter was taken under advi senent.

COW. PLAN AMENDMENT 94-54B - AMENDING THE 1994 LI NCOLN- LANCASTER COUNTY
COVPREHENSI VE PLAN TO REFLECT VARI QUS FUTURE | MPROVEMENTS TO THE LI NCOLN
WATER SYSTEM AND LI NCOLN ELECTRI C SYSTEM | N CONJUNCTI ON W TH THE FY 2000-
2006 CAPI TAL | MPROVEMENTS PROGRAM - Dan Pudenz, Engi neering Manager of
Lincoln Electric System What we have is just an update to the
conprehensi ve plan for projects that both that we have conpl eted and t hat
we have ongoi ng. Primarily the changes in the drawi ng include three
projects that were shown on the existing drawing as proposed that are now
conpleted. It also includes the designation on there for our Salt Valley
generating station in Northeast Lincoln as well as cleaning up sone of the
synbols in the bottomright. W have two synbols, one for a new proposed
substation and one for a proposed substation. W elininated one of those
synbols. So if you have any questions | can answer those.?

This matter was taken under advi senent.

M SCELLANEQUS HEARI NG

Danny Wal ker, 427 E Street: He cane forward about the clutter on
property at 115 H Street that has been an ongoing i ssue. He proceeded to
show pictures of other property needing to be cleaned up, one being
underneath the Salt Valley Overpass and property at 1st & H Street. He
al so, requested answers in witing to questions, 1. Was the curbcut on 1st
St. leading to the business done with a permt and done legally? Ws
Wi ring underground | eading to the pallet shed buil ding according to wiring
code? Did the electrical inspectors inspect this? 2. Wiy wasn't |ega
action taken by the City against those responsible for the illegal fil
| ocated at 115 H Street & 1st & G Street? 3. Wy was not hing done about
the pile of building residue piled on the property of 115 H Street? Wy
was no | egal action taken against the owners of those responsible J & B
Construction, Pavers Inc. for the illegal closure of the alley |ocated
between H & G and G Street near the Capital Parkway west overpass?

This matter was taken under advi senent.

A en Cekal, 1420 C Street: Expressed concern of Governor Johanns
feasibility study of getting public electrical system into private
enterprise. Li ncol n has one of the finest electrical system Need to
get the problemof bind weed due to the drought under control. He stated
we need to as a City to becone conscious of the appearance of our City.

This matter was taken under advi senent.

ORDI NANCES - 3RD READI NG

AMENDI NG CHAPTER 12. 20 OF THE LMC RELATI NG TO TREES & SHRUBBERY BY ADDI NG A NEW
SECTI ON NUVMBERED 12. 20. 025 TO PROVI DE FOR THE PLANTI NG OF STREET TREES ON
PRI VATE PROPERTY PURSUANT TO AN EASEMENT AGREEMENT | F THERE IS | NSUFFI -
Cl ENT LAND AVAI LABLE FOR THE PLANTI NG & PROPER GROWMH OF THE STREET TREE
OR TREES IN THE PUBLI C RI GHT- OF-WAY - PRIOR to Reading:

COXX Moved to place Bill 00-130 on Pending until Septenber.

Seconded by McRoy & carried by the follow ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

DEPUTY CLERK Read an ordinance, introduced by Jon Canp, anendi ng Chapter
12.20 of the LMC relating to trees & shrubbery by adding a new section
nunbered 12.20.025 to provide for the planting of street trees on private
property pursuant to an easenent agreenment if there is insufficient |and
avai |l abl e for the planting & proper growh of the street tree or trees in
the public right-of-way, the third tine.

VACATI NG A PORTION OF 7TH ST. FROM THE NORTH LINE OF "T" ST. TO THE NORTH LI NE
OF "U' ST. - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by Jon Canp,
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vacating a portion of 7th St. fromthe north [ine of "T" St. to the north
l[ine of "U" St., the third tinme.
CAWP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.
The ordi nance, being nunbered #17702, is recorded in O dinance Book 24, Page

AMENDI NG THE PAY SCHEDULE FOR CERTAI N EMPLOYEE GROUPS BY CHANG NG THE PAY RANGES
FROM A-16 TO M 04 FOR THE CLASSI FI CATI ONS OF SANI TARY ENG NEER, SUPT. OF
SOLI D WASTE OPERATI ONS, SUPT. OF WATER POLLUTI ON CONTROL FACI LI TI ES, SUPT.
OF WASTEWATER COLLECTI ON, SUPT. OF WATER PRODUCTI ON & TREATMENT, & SUPT.
OF WATER DI STRI BUTI ON - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by Jon
Canp, anending the pay schedule for certain enployee groups by changi ng
the pay ranges from A-16 to MO04 for the classifications of Sanitary
Engi neer, Supt. of Solid Waste Operations, Supt. of Water Pollution
Control Facilities, Supt. of W stewater Collection, Supt. of Witer
Production & Treatnent, & Supt. of Water Distribution, the third tine.

CAWP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

The ordi nance, being nunbered #17703, is recorded in O dinance Book 24, Page

AMENDI NG THE PAY SCHEDULES FOR CERTAI N EMPLOYEE GROUPS BY ADJUSTI NG THE HOURLY
PAY RANGE SCHEDULE & SCHEDULES OF ANNUAL, MONTHLY, BIWEEKLY, & HOURLY PAY
RANGE EQUI VALENTS FOR EMPLOYEES OF THE CITY WHOSE CLASSI FI CATI ONS ARE
ASSI GNED TO PAY RANCES PREFI XED BY "E', "X', & "M - DEPUTY CLERK read an
ordi n-ance, introduced by Jon Canp, anending the pay schedule for certain
enpl oyee groups by adjusting the hourly pay range schedul e & schedul es of
annual , nonthly, biweekly, & hourly pay range equival ents for enpl oyees of
the City whose classifications are assigned to pay ranges prefixed by "E",
"X', & "M, the third tine.

CAWP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

The ordi nance, being nunbered #17704, is recorded in O dinance Book 24, Page

AMENDI NG THE PAY SCHEDULES FOR CERTAI N EMPLOYEE GROUPS BY ADJUSTI NG THE HOURLY
PAY RANGE SCHEDULE & SCHEDULES OF ANNUAL, BI-WEEKLY, & HOURLY PAY RANGE
EQUI VALENTS FOR EMPLOYEES OF THE Cl TY WHOSE CLASSI FI CATI ONS ARE ASSI GNED
TO PAY RANGES PREFI XED BY "A' & "C' - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordinance,
i ntroduced by Jon Canp, anmending the pay schedules for certain enployee
groups by adjusting the hourly pay range schedul e & schedul es of annual,
bi -weekly, & hourly pay range equival ents for enpl oyees of the Cty whose
classifications are assigned to pay ranges prefixed by "A" & "C', the
third tine.

CAWP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

The ordi nance, being nunmbered #17705, is recorded in O dinance Book 24, Page

AMENDI NG THE PAY SCHEDULES FOR CERTAI N EMPLOYEE GROUPS BY ADJUSTI NG THE HOURLY
PAY RANGE SCHEDULE & SCHEDULES OF ANNUAL, BI-WEEKLY, & HOURLY PAY RANGE
EQUI VALENTS FOR EMPLOYEES OF THE CI TY WHOSE CLASSI FI CATI ONS ARE ASSI GNED
TO PAY RANGES PREFI XED BY "B" - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced
by Jon Canp, anending the pay schedules for certain enployee groups by
adj usting the hourly pay range schedul e & schedul es of annual, bi-weekly,
& hourly pay range equivalents for enployees of the City whose
classifications are assigned to pay ranges prefixed by "B", the third tine

CAWP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

The ordi nance, being nunmbered #17706, is recorded in O dinance Book 24, Page

AMENDI NG THE PAY SCHEDULES FOR CERTAI N EMPLOYEE GROUPS BY ADJUSTI NG THE HOURLY
PAY RANGE SCHEDULE & SCHEDULES OF ANNUAL, BI-WEEKLY, & HOURLY PAY RANGE
EQUI VALENTS FOR EMPLOYEES OF THE CI TY WHOSE CLASSI FI CATI ONS ARE ASSI GNED
TO PAY RANGES PREFI XED BY "N' - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced
by Jon Canp, anending the pay schedules for certain enployee groups by
adj usting the hourly pay range schedul e & schedul es of annual, bi-weekly,
& hourly pay range equivalents for enployees of the City whose
classifications are assigned to pay ranges prefixed by "N', the third
tinme.

CAWP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.
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Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.
The ordi nance, being nunbered #17707, is recorded in Odinance Book 24, Page

AMENDI NG CHAPTER 2.76 OF THE LMC TO MAKE REALLOCATI ON TO A CLASSI FI CATION W TH
A HI GHER PAY RANGE CONFORM W TH A PROMOTI ON AS TO RATE OF PAY FOLLOW NG
SUCH ACTI ON; TO DI FFERENTI ATE BETWEEN | NCREASES RECEI VED AT THE COVPLETI ON
OF ORI G NAL PROBATI ON BY EMPLOYEES | N d VEN PAY RANGES; TO DI FFERENTI ATE
BETVWEEN A VOLUNTARY DEMOTI ON & THE EMPLOYEE' S RATE OF PAY AS THE RESULT OF
SUCH ACTION, TO SIMPLIFY LANGUAGE & REFLECT NEGOTI ATED CHANGES W TH
RESPECT TO SICK LEAVE W TH PAY; TO ALLOW EMPLOYEES | N PAY RANGE "X' TO
ACCRUE VACATI ON THE FI RST SI X MONTHS OF EMPLOYMENT; & TO DEFI NE & EXPAND
DEFI NI TION OF EARLY RETIREMENT - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordinance,
i ntroduced by Jon Canp, anending Chapter 2.76 of the LMC to nake
reallocation to a classification with a higher pay range conformwth a
pronotion as to rate of pay following such action; to differentiate
bet ween increases received at the conpletion of original probation by
enpl oyees in given pay ranges; to differentiate between a voluntary
denmption & the enployee's rate of pay as the result of such action; to
sinmplify | anguage & refl ect negotiated changes with respect to sick | eave
with pay; to allow enployees in range "X' to accrue vacation the second
six nmonths of enploynent; & to define & expand definition of early
retirement, the third tine.

CAWP Moved to pass ordi nhance as read.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

The ordi nance, being nunbered #17708 recorded in Ordi nance Book 24, Page

DEDI CATING THE N. 33RD ST. RIGHT-OF-WAY GENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF SUPERI OR
ST. - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by Jon Canp, dedicating
the N. 33rd St. right-of-way generally |located north of Superior St. the
third time.

CAWVP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.
The ordi nance, being nunbered #17709, is recorded in O dinance Book 24, Page

ACCEPTI NG THE OFFER OF NORTH 33RD, L.L.C TO DEDI CATE N. 33RD ST. RIGHT-OF-
WAY GENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF SUPERIOR ST. - DEPUTY CLERK read an
ordi nance, introduced by Jon Canp, accepting the offer of North 33rd,
L.L.C. to dedicate N. 33rd St. right-of-way generally located north of
Superior St., the third tine.

CAWP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.
The ordi nance, being nunmbered #17710, is recorded in O di nance Book 24, Page

ACCEPTI NG THE OFFER OF LANCASTER COUNTY SCHOOL DI STRI CT 001 AKA LI NCOLN PUBLIC
SCHOOLS TO DEDI CATE N. 33RD ST. RIGHT- OF-WAY GENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF
SUPERI OR ST. - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by Jon Canp,
accepting the offer of Lancaster County School District 001 aka Lincoln
Public Schools to dedicate N 33rd St. right-of-way generally |ocated
north of Superior St., the third tine.

CAWP Moved to pass ordi nhance as read.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.
The ordi nance, being nunmbered #17711, is recorded in O dinance Book 24, Page

ACCEPTI NG THE OFFER OF DENNIS R SCHWORER TO DEDI CATE N. 33RD ST. RI GHT- OF-
WAY CENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF SUPERIOR ST. - DEPUTY CLERK read an
ordi nance, introduced by Jon Canp, accepting the offer of Dennis R
Schworer to dedicate N. 33rd St. right-of-way generally |ocated north of
Superior St., the third tine.

CAWP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

The ordi nance, being nunmbered #17712, is recorded in O di nance Book 24, Page

SPECI AL PERM TS & USE PERM TS

SPECIAL PERM T 1776A - APP. OF SUN VALLEY BAR & GRILL TO PERM T THE SALE OF
ALCOHOLI C BEVERAGES FOR CONSUMPTI ON ON & OFF THE PREM SES ON PROPERTY
GENERALLY LOCATED AT 300 W "P" ST. -DEPUTY CLERK read the follow ng
resol ution, introduced by Jeff Fortenberry, who noved its adoption:
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A-80317 WHEREAS, Paul Pfundt for Sun Valley Bar and Gill has subnmitted an
application designated as Special Pernmt No. 1776A for authority to sel
al coholic beverages for consunption on and off the prenises generally
| ocated at 200 West P Street, legally described as:

The southern portion of Lot 150 of Irregular Tracts

| ocated i n the Sout heast Quarter of Section 22, Township

10 North, Range 6 East, Lincoln, Lancaster County,

Nebraska. General |ocation of the prenises, including

t he approved beer garden, is: beginning at the sout hwest

corner of said Lot 150, I|.T.; thence easterly on the

south line of said Lot 150, a distance of 121.00 feet;

t hence north 90 degrees, a distance of 21.2 feet to the

poi nt of beginning; thence continuing north 90 degrees,

a distance of 100.00 feet; thence east 90 degrees

di stance of 50.00 feet; thence south 90 degrees,

di stance of 33.00 feet; thence north 90 degrees,

di stance of 6.00 feet; thence west 90 degrees,

di stance of 17.0 feet to the point of beginning; and

WHEREAS, the real property adjacent to the area included within the
site plan for this pernit to sell alcoholic beverages on and off the
prem ses will not be adversely affected; and

WHEREAS, said site plan together with the terns and conditions
herei nafter set forth are consistent with the intent and purpose of Title
27 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code to pronote the public health, safety, and
general welfare

NOW THEREFORE, BE I T RESCLVED by the City Council of the City of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That the application of Paul Pfundt for Sun Valley Bar and Gill,
hereinafter referred to as "Permittee", to sell alcoholic beverages for
consunption on and of f the prenises on property legally described above be
and the sane is hereby granted under the provisions of Sections 27.63. 680
and 27.63.685 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code upon condition that operation
of said licensed prenises be in strict conpliance with said application
the site plan, and the foll owi ng additional express terns, conditions, and
requi renents:

1. This permt approves the sale of alcoholic beverages for
consunption on and off the premi ses at the expanded establishnent | ocated
at 200 West P Street.

SR G RO

2. The site plan acconpanying this permt shall be the basis for
all interpretations of setbacks, yards, |ocations of buildings, |ocation
of parking and circulation elenents, and sinilar matters.

3. The terns, conditions, and requirenents of this resolution
shal |l be binding and obligatory upon the Permittee, its successors, and
assi gns. The building official shall report violations to the City

Counci| which may revoke the special permt or take such other action as
may be necessary to gain conpliance.

4, The Pernmittee shall sign and return the City's letter of
acceptance to the Gty Cerk within 30 days followi ng approval of the
special permt, provided, however, said 30-day period nay be extended up
to six months by adm nistrative amendment. The City DEPUTY CLERK shal
file a copy of the resolution approving the special permt and the letter
of acceptance with the Register of Deeds, filing fees therefor to be paid
i n advance by the Permttee.

I ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SPECI AL PERM T 1840 - APP. OF ANG E MJUHLEI SEN, ON BEHALF OF UNI ON BANK, FOR A
PARKI NG LOT ON PROPERTY LOCATED AT 4717, 4723, & 4731 HLLSIDE ST. - PRICR
to reading:

SENG Moved to place Bill OOR 199 on Pending indefinitely.

Seconded by Fortenberry & carried by the follow ng vote: AYES:
Canp, Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SPECI AL PERM T 1841 - APP. OF L. W HOFFMAN, ON BEHALF OF ANDERSON FORD, TO DI S-
PLAY AUTOMOBI LES FOR SALE | N THE FRONT YARD & REAR YARD, W TH A REQUEST TO
WAI VE THE LANDSCAPE REQUI REMENTS ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT 29TH &
CORNHUSKER HWY. - PRIOR to reading:

JOHNSON Moved to anmend Bill OOR-200 on Page 1, Line 3, 10, & 18 by deleting
"front yard and" in each

Seconded by Cook & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook

Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

DEPUTY CLERK Read t he fol | owi ng resol ution, introduced by Jonat han Cook, who
noved its adoption:
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A- 80328 VWHEREAS, L.W Hof fman, on behal f of Anderson Ford, has subnmitted an
application designated as Special Pernmit No. 1841 for authority to display
autonobiles for sale in the front yard and rear yard and a wai ver of the
| andscape requi renents on property | ocated at 29t h and Cor nhusker Hi ghway,
and legally described to wit:

Spilker's First Addition, Lot 1, except 89 square feet

on the sout hwest corner for right-of-way, in Section 7,

Township 10 North, Range 7 East of the 6th P.M,

Li ncol n, Lancaster County, Nebraska,;

WHEREAS, the real property adjacent to the area included within the
site plan for this autonobile display in the front and rear yards wi |l not
be adversely affected; and

WHEREAS, said site plan together with the terns and conditions

herei nafter set forth are consistent with the i ntent and purpose of

Title 27 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code to pronote the public health,

safety, and general welfare

NOW THEREFORE, BE |IT RESCLVED by the City Council of the City of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That the application of L.W Hoffrman, on behalf of Anderson Ford,
hereinafter referred to as "Pernmittee", to display autonobiles for sale in
the front yard and rear yard and a wai ver of the |andscape requirenents,
on the property |l egally descri bed above, be and the sane i s hereby granted
under the provisions of Section 27.63.240 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code
upon condition that operation of said autonobile sales ot be in strict
conpliance with said application, the site plan, and the follow ng
addi ti onal express terns, conditions, and requirenments:

1. Vehicles stored for sale and resale in the rear yard nust be
stored on the existing pavenent and said storage is linmted to ten
vehi cl es.

2 The hood or trunk or both shall not be | eft open on the stored

vehicles for sale and resal e except when the vehicle is inspected by a
custoner or being serviced.

3. If the use of the premi ses is changed fromvehicle sales, this
special permt shall not be considered an adjustnment or waiver of the
standards for a parking lot nor shall the area be considered a
nonconf orm ng parking | ot.

4. Before storing vehicles for sale or resale the construction
pl ans nmust conformto the approved pl ans.

5. Al privatel y-owned i nprovenents, including!|andscapi ng, shal
be permanently nai ntai ned by the owner.

6. The site plan approved by this pernit shall be the basis for
all interpretations of setbacks, yards, |ocations of buildings, |ocation
of parking and circulation elenents, and sinilar matters.

7. The terns, conditions, and requirenents of this resolution
shal |l be binding and obligatory upon the Permittee, his successors, and
assigns. The building official shall report violations to the City
Counci | which may revoke the special permt or take such other action as
may be necessary to gain conpliance.

8. The Pernmittee shall sign and return the City's letter of
acceptance to the City Cerk within 30 days follow ng approval of the
special permt, provided, however, said 30-day period nay be extended up
to six nonths by adnministrative anendnent. The City DEPUTY CLERK shal
file a copy of the resol ution approving the special permit and the letter
of acceptance with the Register of Deeds, filing fees therefor to be paid
i n advance by the Permttee.

9. The approval of this special permt voids and supersedes
Special Pernmit 1734 to sell al coholic beverages.

I ntroduced by Jonat han Cook

Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

REPCRTS TO CI TY OFFI CERS

CLERK' S LETTER & MAYOR S APPROVAL OF ORDI NANCES & RESCLUTI ONS PASSED ON JULY 24,
2000 - DEPUTY CLERK presented said report which was placed on file in the
Ofice of the Gty DEPUTY CLERK.

| NVESTMENT OF FUNDS - DEPUTY CLERK read the foll owi ng resolution, introduced by
Jeff Fortenberry, who noved its adoption
A- 80326 BE | T HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL of the City of Lincoln,
Nebr aska:
That the attached Iist of investnments be confirnmed & approved, & the
City Treasurer is hereby directed to hold said investnents until maturity
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unl ess otherwise directed by the City Council. (I nvest nents begi nni ng

07/ 28/ 00)
I ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, ShoecraftO; NAYS:. None.

APPROVI NG THE DI STRI BUTI ON OF FUNDS REPRESENTI NG | NTEREST EARNI NGS ON SHORT- TERM
| N\VESTMENTS OF | DLE FUNDS DURI NG THE MONTH ENDED JUNE 30, 2000 - DEPUTY
CLERK read the follow ng resolution, introduced by Jeff Fortenberry, who
noved its adoption:

A- 80327 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:
That during the nonth ended June 30, 2000, $240,318.96 was earned
from short-term investnments of "IDLE FUNDS". The sane is hereby
distributed to the various fund on a pro-rata basis using the bal ance of
each fund and all ocating a portion of the interest on the ration that such
bal ance bears to the total of all fund bal ances.
I ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry
Seconded by & carried by the following vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

RECAPI TULATI ON OF DAI LY CASH RECEI PTS FOR LI NCOLN WATER & WASTEWATER SYSTEM FOR
JULY 2000 - DEPUTY CLERK presented said report which was placed on file in
the Ofice of the City derk.

REPORT FROM CI TY TREASURER FOR FRANCHI SE FEES FROM TI ME WARNER CABLE FOR THE
QUARTER ENDI NG JUNE 30, 2000 - DEPUTY CLERK presented said report which
was placed on file in the Ofice of the City Cerk.

REPORTS FROM Cl TY TREASURER OF TELECOW OCC. TAX DUE AS FOLLOWS: April, My, &
June, 2000: OneStar Long Distance; June 2000: American Farm Bureau,

Intelicall, GIE Conm, |IBM dobal, MI Telecom, Excel - DEPUTY CLERK
presented said report which was placed on file in the Ofice of the City
Cerk. (20)

OTHER RESOLUTI ONS

APP. OF RAI NVAKER RESTAURANT CORP. DBA LAZLO S BREWERY & GRILL FOR A CLASS C &
LI QUOR CATERI NG LI CENSE AT 5900 OLD CHENEY RD. - DEPUTY CLERK read the
followi ng resolution, introduced by C ndy Johnson, who noved its adoption
for approval :

A-80314 BE I T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:

That after hearing duly had as required by | aw, consi deration of the
facts of this application, the Nebraska Liquor Control Act, and the
pertinent City ordinances, the Cty Council recommends that the
application of Rainnaker Restaurant Corp. dba “Lazlo’'s Brewery & Gill”
for a Cass “C and liquor catering license at 5900 A d Cheney Road,
Li ncol n, Nebraska, for the license period ending Cctober 31, 2000, be
approved with the condition that the prenmise conplies in every respect
with all city and state regul ations. The City Cerk is directed to
transmit a copy of this resolution to the Nebraska Liquor Control
Commi ssi on.

I ntroduced by C ndy Johnson

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

MAN. APP. OF SCOTT BOLES FOR RAI NVAKER RESTAURANT CORP. DBA LAZLO S BREVERY &
GRILL AT 5900 O.D CHENEY ROAD - DEPUTY CLERK read the follow ng
resol ution, introduced by Cindy Johnson, who noved its adoption for
approval :

A-80315 WHEREAS, Rai nmaker Restaurant Corp. dba “Lazlo’s Brewery & Gill”
| ocated at 5900 A d Cheney Road, Lincoln, Nebraska has been approved for
a Retail Class "C' and liquor catering |icense, and now requests that
Scott Bol es be naned nanager;

WHEREAS, Scott Bol es appears to be a fit and proper person to nanage
sai d busi ness.

NOW THEREFORE, BE I T RESOLVED by the City Council of the Cty of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That after hearing duly had as required by | aw, consi derati on of the
facts of this application, the Nebraska Liquor Control Act, and the
pertinent City ordi nances, the Gty Council recomends that Scott Bol es be
approved as nanager of this business for said |icensee. The Cty Cerk is
directed to transmt a copy of this resolution to the Nebraska Liquor
Cont rol Conmi ssi on.
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I ntroduced by C ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

APP. OF P.L.P., LLC. DBA SUN VALLEY BAR & GRILL TO EXPAND THEI R PRESENTLY
LI CENSED PREM SES BY THE ADDI TI ON OF AN AREA MEASURI NG 55' BY 60" TO THE
NORTH AT 300 W P ST. - DEPUTY CLERK read the follow ng resolution,
i ntroduced by Cindy Johnson, who noved its adoption for approval:
A-80316 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:
That after hearing duly had as required by | aw, consi derati on of the
facts of this application, the Nebraska Liquor Control Act, and the
pertinent Cty ordinances, the City Council recommends that the
application of P.L.P., LLC dba Sun Valley Bar & Gill to expand its
licensed prenises by the addition of an area measuring 55 feet by 60 feet
to the north of the presently licensed prem ses located at 300 West P
Street, Lincoln, Nebraska, be approved with the condition that the preni se
conplies in every respect with all Gty and State regul ati ons.
BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Clerk is directed to transmit
a copy of this resolution to the Nebraska Liquor Control Conmi ssion.
I ntroduced by C ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

APPROVI NG THE DOANTOAMN LI NCOLN ASSOCI ATI ON BUDGET FOR FY 2000- 2001 MANAGEMENT &
MAI NTENANCE DI STRICTS - DEPUTY CLERK read the follow ng resolution,
i ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry, who noved its adoption:

A-80318 WHEREAS, the City of Lincoln has entered into a contract with the
Downt own Li ncol n Associ ation for the provision of services within various
downt own busi ness i nprovenent districts; and

WHEREAS, said contract requires the submttal of a work plan and
annual budgets for work to be perforned i n the Downtown, Core Overlay, and
Mai nt enance Districts by the Downtown Lincol n Associ ation for approval by
the City Council.

NOW THEREFORE, BE |IT RESCLVED by the City Council of the City of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That the attached Downt own Li ncoln Association Program of Wrk and
Budgets for the period of Septenmber 1, 2000 to August 31, 2001 for the
provision of services by the Downtown Lincoln Association under the
Managenment Contract as it relates to the Downtown, Core Overlay, and
Mai nt enance Districts i s hereby approved.

I ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry

Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

APPQO NTI NG GERRY KRI ESER TO THE BOARD OF ZONI NG APPEALS FOR A TERM EXPI RI NG
AUGUST 24, 2001 - DEPUTY CLERK read the followi ng resolution, introduced
by Jeff Fortenberry, who noved its adoption:

A-80319 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:

That the appoi ntment of Gerry Krieser to the Board of Zoni ng Appeal s
for a termexpiring August 24, 2001 is hereby approved.
I ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

REAPPQO NTI NG M KE MCNI FF TO THE EXAM NI NG BOARD OF PLUMBERS FOR A THREE- YEAR TERM
EXPI RI NG SEPTEMBER 4, 2003 - DEPUTY CLERK read the follow ng resol ution,
i ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry, who noved its adoption:
A-80320 BE I T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:
That the reappointnment of Mke McNff to the Exami ning Board of
Plunbers for a three-year term expiring Septenber 4, 2003 is hereby
approved.
I ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

REAPPO NTI NG M KE MCNI FF TO THE WATER CONDI TI ONI NG BOARD OF EXAM NERS FCOR A
THREE- YEAR TERM EXPI RING SEPTEMBER 4, 2003 - DEPUTY CLERK read the

following resolution, introduced by Jeff Fortenberry, who noved its
adopti on:
A-80321 BE I T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:

That the reappointment of Mke McNff to the Water Conditioning
Board of Examiners for a three-year term expiring Septenber 4, 2003 is
her eby approved.

I ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry
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COWP.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

PLAN AMENDMVENT 94-54B - AMENDING THE 1994 LI NCOLN- LANCASTER COUNTY
COVPREHENSI VE PLAN TO REFLECT VARI QUS FUTURE | MPROVEMENTS TO THE LI NCOLN
WATER SYSTEM AND LI NCOLN ELECTRI C SYSTEM | N CONJUNCTI ON W TH THE FY 2000-
2006 CAPI TAL | MPROVEMENTS PROCRAM - DEPUTY CLERK read the follow ng
resol ution, introduced by Jeff Fortenberry, who noved its adoption:

A-80322 WHEREAS, t he Pl anni ng Di rector has nade application to anend t he 1994

Lincoln City-Lancaster County Conprehensive Plan by revising Figure 44,
“Maj or Future Water Systeml|nprovenents for the Lincoln Water System” and
Fi gure 53, “Lincoln Electric System(LES) Service Area, Transm ssion Lines
and O her Facilities” to update the future inprovenents to the Lincoln
Wat er System and Lincoln Electric Systenm and
WHEREAS, the Lincoln City-Lancaster County Pl anning Conm ssion has
recommended approval of said proposed changes.
NOW THEREFORE, BE I T RESCOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:
That the Lincoln Cty-Lancaster County Conprehensive Plan (1994) be
and the same is hereby anmended as foll ows:
1. Revi se Figure 44 “Major Future Water System | nprovenents for
the Lincoln Water Systeni (page 131), as shown on Attachnent
“A" attached hereto and nmade a part hereof by reference; and

2. Revi se Figure 53 “Lincoln Electric System (LES) Service Area,
Transm ssion Lines and O her Facilities” (page 150) as shown
on Attachnent “B" attached hereto and nade a part hereof by
ref erence.

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED t hat any other references in said plan which
may be affected by the above-specified anendnents be, and they hereby are
anended to conformto such specific amendnments.

I ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry

Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

APPROVI NG THE HARVEST PRQIECT CONTRACT BETWEEN LANCASTER COUNTY AND THE LI NCOLN

AREA AGENCY ON AG NG LI NCOLN | NFORVATI ON FOR THE ELDERLY FOR THE PROVI SI ON
OF MENTAL HEALTH, SUBSTANCE ABUSE, AND AGQ NG SERVI CES TO ELDERLY RESI DENTS
OF LANCASTER COUNTY - DEPUTY CLERK read the follow ng resolution,
i ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry, who noved its adoption:

A-80323 WHEREAS, pursuant to the Interlocal Cooperation Act, Neb. Rev. Stat.

§ 13-801 et seq. (Reissue 1997) units of |ocal government may enter into
agreenents for joint or cooperative action on the basis of nutual
advantage and to provide services in a manner in the best interest of
| ocal conmunities; and

WHEREAS, the Lincoln Area Agency on Aging/Lincoln Information for
the Elderly (LAAA/LIFE) and Lancaster County, a political subdivision of
the State of Nebraska, on behalf of Comunity Mental Health Center,
respond to elderly persons living in Lancaster County who are at risk and
i n need of coordi nated nental health, substance abuse, and agi ng servi ces;
and

WHEREAS, the County as Grantee of a Conmunity Heal t h Endownent Fund
Grant desires to formthe Harvest Project, a multi-disciplinary teamto
coordi nate the delivery of services to Lancaster County’'s elderly; and

WHEREAS, LAAA/LIFE utilizes a specialized program with expertise
essential to the success of the Harvest Project as a nenber of the multi-
di sciplinary team

NOW THEREFORE, BE |IT RESCLVED by the City Council of the City of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

1. The attached I nterlocal Agreenment between Lancaster County and
the City of Lincoln, Lincoln Area Agency on Agi ng/Lincoln Information for
the Elderly, related to the Harvest Project, is hereby approved.

2. The Mayor is hereby authorized to enter into the Agreenent on
behal f of the City .

I ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry

Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

APP. OF HUSKER POAER CLUB TO CONDUCT A RAFFLE IN THE CITY OF LI NCOLN - DEPUTY

CLERK read the follow ng resolution, introduced by Jeff Fortenberry, who
noved its adoption:

A- 80324 WHEREAS, Husker Power C ub, Inc. has nade application for a permt

to conduct araffleinthe Cty of Lincoln pursuant to Chapter 9.32 of the
Li ncol n Muni ci pal Code; and
WHEREAS, said application conplies with all of the requirenents of
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Section 9.32.030 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code.

NOW THEREFORE, BE I T RESOLVED by the City Council of the Cty of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That, after public hearing duly had as required by Section 9.32.050
of the Lincoln Minicipal Code, the City Council does hereby grant a pernit
to Husker Power Club, Inc. to conduct a raffle in the Cty of Lincoln in
accordance with the application filed by Boyd Epley. The City DEPUTY
CLERK is directed to issue a permt upon the paynment by the applicant of
the required fee, said permt to be valid only for the specific raffles
described in said application and only for a period of one year fromthe
date of approval of this resolution. Said pernit shall be subject to all
of the conditions and requirenents of Chapter 9.32 of the Lincoln
Muni ci pal Code.

BE |IT FURTHER RESOLVED that pursuant to Section 9.32.080 of the
Li ncol n Municipal Code, a tax of 5% is inposed upon the gross proceeds
received fromthe sale of raffle chances or tickets within the City of
Li ncol n, which tax shall be due no later than sixty (60) days after the
concl usion of each raffle to be conducted hereunder, and i f unpai d at that
tinme, shall thereafter be delinquent.

I ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF MON., AUG 14, 2000 AT 1:30 P.M ON THE MAN. APP. OF
MELI SSA DAVI S FOR WHI TEHEAD O L COVPANY DBA " U STOP CONVENI ENCE SHOP" AT
942 S 27TH ST. -DEPUTY CLERK read the foll owi ng resol ution, introduced by
Jeff Fortenberry, who noved its adoption:

A- 80325 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a
hearing date is hereby fixed for Mn., Aug. 21, 2000, at 1:30 pm or as
soon thereafter as possible in the Gty Council Chanbers, County-City
Bui I ding, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering the
foll owi ng Man. App. of Melissa Davis for Wiitehead G| Conpany dba "U Stop
Conveni ence Shop" at 942 S. 27th Street.

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.
I ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

ORDI NANCES - 1ST & 2ND READI NG

AUTHORI ZI NG THE TRANSFER OF UNSPENT AND UNENCUMBERED APPROPRI ATI ONS AND CASH (I F
ANY) BETWEEN CERTAI N CAPI TAL | MPROVEMENT PRQJECTS W THI N SEVERAL FUNDS
W THI N PUBLI C WORKS & UTI LI TI ES AND THE PARKS AND RECREATI ON DEPARTMENTS -
DEPUTY CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by Jeff Fortenberry,
aut horizing the transfer of unspent and unencunbered appropriations and
cash (if any) between certain capital inprovenment projects within several
funds within Public Wirks & Utilities and the Parks and Recreation Depts.,
the first tinme.

ADOPTI NG A REVI SED VERSI ON OF THE RETI REMENT PLAN FOR UNCLASSI FI ED DEPARTNMENT
HEADS TO ELI M NATE OUTDATED AND OBSOLETE LANGUAGE CONTAI NED | N SAI D PLAN -
DEPUTY CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by Jeff Fortenberry, adopting
a revised version of the Retirenent Plan for Uncl assified Depart nent Heads
to elimnate outdated and obsol ete | anguage contained in said Plan, the
first time.

AMENDI NG CHAPTER 5.04 OF THE LINCOLN MUNI Cl PAL CODE BY ADDI NG A NEW SECTI ON
5.04.165 TO ADD AN OFFENSE FOR OPEN ALCOHOLI C BEVERAGE CONTAINERS IN A
MOTOR VEHI CLE - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by Jeff
Fort enberry, anendi ng Chapter 5.04 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code by addi ng
a new Section 5.04.165 to add an offense for open alcoholic beverage
containers in a nmotor vehicle, the first tine.

AMENDI NG CHAPTER 10.48 OF THE LI NCOLN MUNI Cl PAL CODE RELATING TO BI CYCLES BY
REPEALI| NG SECTI ONS 10. 48. 100 AND 10. 48. 120 AND AMENDI NG SECTI ONS 10. 48. 250
AND 10.48.280 TO REMOVE OUTDATED CODE PROVI SI ONS PERTAINING TO BI CYCLE
REA STRATI ON - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by Jeff
Fortenberry, anendi ng Chapter 10.48 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code relating
to Bicycles by repealing Sections 10.48.100 and 10.48.120 and anendi ng
Sections 10.48.250 and 10.48.280 to renobve outdated code provisions
pertaining to bicycle registration, the first tine.
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CHANGE OF ZONE 3256 - AMENDI NG CHAPTER 27.58 OF THE LINCOLN MUNI Cl PAL CODE
RELATING TO THE AIRPORT ENVIRONS NO SE DISTRICT TO CLAR FY THE USES
PERM TTED I N Al RPORT ENVI RONS NOI SE DI STRICTS 1 AND 2 AND USES PERM TTED
ON PREM SES LCCATED I N BOTH DI STRICTS - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordi nance,
i ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry, Change of Zone 3256 - Amendi ng Chapter
27.58 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code relating to the Airport Environs Noi se
District toclarify the uses permitted in Airport Environs Noise Districts
1 and 2 and uses pernitted on prenises located in both Districts, the
first time.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3267 - APPLI CATI ON OF GARDENS COWVPLEX, L.L.C. FOR A CHANGE OF ZONE
FROM H 2 H GHWAY BUSI NESS DI STRICT AND R-4 RESIDENTIAL DI STRICT TO O 2
SUBURBAN OFFI CE DI STRI CT ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED SOQUTH OF “O" STREET
BETWEEN 44TH AND 45TH STREETS - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced
by Jeff Fortenberry, Change of Zone 3267 - Application of Gardens Conpl ex,
L.L.C. for a change of zone from H 2 Hi ghway Business District and R4
Residential District to O 2 Suburban Ofice District on property generally
| ocat ed south of "O' Street between 44th and 45th Streets, the first tinme.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3270 - APPLI CATI ON OF THE PLANNI NG DI RECTOR FOR A CHANGE OF ZONE
FROM “P” PUBLIC USE TO “1” | NDUSTRI AL ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT
SOUTH 6TH AND “G' STREETS - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by
Jeff Fortenberry, application of the Planning Director for a change of
zone from"P" Public Use to "I" Industrial on property generally | ocated
at South 6th and "G' Streets, the first tine.

AMENDI NG THE PAY SCHEDULES FOR CERTAI N EMPLOYEE GROUPS BY ADJUSTI NG THE HOURLY
PAY RANGE SCHEDULE AND SCHEDULES OF ANNUAL, MONTHLY, BIWEEKLY, AND HOURLY
PAY RANGE EQUI VALENTS FCR EMPLOYEES OF THE CI TY WHOSE CLASSI FI CATI ONS ARE
ASSI GNED TO PAY RANGES PREFI XED BY “P” - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordi nance,
i ntroduced by Jeff Fortenberry, anending the pay schedules for certain
enpl oyee groups by adjusting the hourly pay range schedul e and schedul es
of annual, nonthly, biweekly, and hourly pay range equivalents for
enpl oyees of the City whose classifications are assigned to pay ranges
prefixed by "P", the first tine.

AMENDI NG SECS. 8. 38.090, 8.40.070, 8.44.070, & 24.38.070 OF THE LMC TO | NCREASE
THE FEES FOR SW MM NG POOLS, SPA FACILITIES, MAINTAI NI NG OR USI NG WATER
VELLS WTH N THE CITY LIMTS, & CONSTRUCTI NG & ALTERNATI NG | NDI VI DUAL
SEWAGE SYSTEMS, & AMENDI NG SEC. 8. 44. 060 TO PROVI DE FOR BI - ANNUAL PERM TS
FOR WATER WELLS WTHIN THE CITY - DEPUTY CLERK read an ordinance,
i ntroduced by Jonat han Cook, anendi ng Secs. 8.38.090, 8.40.070, 8.44.070,
& 24.38.070 of the LMC to increase the fees for sw nmrng pools, spa
facilities, maintaining or using water wells within the city linmts, &
constructing & alternating individual sewage systens, respectively;
anendi ng Sec. 8.44.060 of the LMC to provide for bi-annual, rather than
annual permits for water wells within the Cty;, & repealing Secs.
8. 38. 090, 8.40.070, 8.44.060, 8.44.070, & 24.38.070 of the LMC as hitherto
exi sting, the second tine.

M SCELLANEQUS BUSI NESS
PENDI NG LI ST -

SPECIAL PERM T 1843 - APP. OF LORA BELLE M HANSON FOR AUTHORITY TO SELL
ALCOHOLI C BEVERAGES FOR CONSUMPTI ON ON THE PREM SES, APPROVI NG A WAI VER OF
THE DESI GN STANDARDS REQUI RI NG A M NI MUM SEPARATI ON DI STANCE OF 100 FEET
FROM A RESI DENTI AL DI STRICT OR RESI DENTI AL USE, & APPROVI NG A WAl VER OF
THE DESI GN STANDARDS PROCHI BI TI NG DOORS FROM FACI NG RESI DENTI AL DI STRI CTS
W TH N 150 FEET, AT 2620 STOCKWELL ST. - DEPUTY CLERK requested to have
Bill OOR-178 renoved from Pendi ng for Public Hearing & Action on 8/14/00.
JOHNSON So noved.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

APPROVI NG A LABOR CONTRACT BETWEEN THE CITY & THE LINCOLN CITY EMPLOYEES
ASSOCI ATI ON - DEPUTY CLERK requested to have Bill OOR-204 renoved from
Pendi ng for Public Hearing & Action on 8/14/00.
JOHNSON So noved.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
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Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

CAWP Moved to extend the Pending List for 1 week.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Johnson.

UPCOM NG RESOLUTI ONS

CAWP Moved to approve the resolutions to have Public Hearing on Aug. 14,
2000.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Johnson.

CAWP Moved to adjourn the City Council neeting of August 7, 2000.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Johnson.

ADJOURNED 7:45 P. M ** **RECONVENED 8: 05 P. M **

ONE & SI X YEAR STREETS & HI GHWAY PROGRAM

Chai rperson Jerry Shoecraft: This evening the Lincoln Gty Council
is holding a public hearing on the One and Six Year Street and Hi ghway
Program For the record, we are assenbled in the City Council Chanbers,
Li ncol n, Nebraska. The date is August 7, 2000, the tineis 805 p.m A
record of the hearing and proceeding is being nade. Present and
conducting this hearing are City Council Menbers: Col een Seng, Ci ndy
Johnson, Jon Canp, Jonathan Cook, Annette MRoy, Jeff Fortenberry, and
nysel f, Jerry Shoecraft-Chairperson. This public hearing is held each
year to fulfill State statutory requirenents and al so serves as the public
hearing for the City's Capitol Inprovements Program and the Federal
Transportation | nprovenent Program The One Year Program|lists projects
proposed for final design, right-of-way acquisition, construction or study
during fiscal year 2000-2001. The Second through Sixth Year Programlists
those projects which are in sone phase of developnent or will enter the
street planning process. Al'l projects are identified on the Public
Hearing notice advertized in the Lincoln Journal Star, July 15, the 22",
and t he 2379, year 2000. This public hearing is being held so citizens will
have an opportunity to express their views on this proposed program |In
addition, citizens have a mininumof 10 days after the hearing to subnit
any statenents or exhibits to the Public Wrks Department. Therefore, all
statenments and exhi bits recei ved on or before, August 17, 2000 wi |l becone
a part of the public hearing record. These statenents shoul d be forwarded
to V. Singh, City Public Wrks Departnent, Engineering Services, 1001 N.
6!" Street, Lincoln, Nebraska, 68508. This public hearing will be divided
into three parts: First, City staff will present information related to
the program The Second part of the hearing is for your participation.
We are hear to receive input fromyou. Part Three of the hearing wll
include ny closing remarks. At this tine, | would like to call upon City
Staff to present information relating to this program Public Wrks

Roger Figard, Public Wrks and Utilities: As Chairman Shoecr aft
just said, | want to reiterate again, that this public hearing for the One
and Sixth Street |nprovenent Program is being held to fulfill State
Statutory requirenments for the State H ghway user funds, commonly known as
the State Gas Tax that we receive. It also serves as a public hearing for
the City's Capitol Inprovenent Program and the Federal Transportation
| mprovenent called the TIP. On the display for those that are watching,
I wanted to nake sure that everyone clearly understood that the Capital
| mproverrent Program that was advertized and being shared tonight, is the
sanme programthat is in the City's Capital |nprovenent Program FY 2000-
2006 and as shown in the June 2000 City Council Review CIP. The Cty
annual | y receives a total of about $26 and a half m|lion dollars of nobney
for its inprovenents for its streets and hi ghways. O that approxi mately
$14 nmillion conmes fromthe State Gas Tax, another approximate $4.7 million
from Federal H ghway Denonstration noney or Federal A de known as Tea 21.
The remainder of the $26 and half nillion dollars approximtely $7.8
mllion comes fromour own City Wieel Tax for that program The One Year
Program |ists ©projects proposed for final desi gn, right - of - way
acqui sition, construction or are under study during Fiscal year 2000-2001.
The Second through the Sixth year program for Fiscal years 2001-2006
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identifies those projects which are in sone phase of devel opnment or wll
enter the street planning process.

Again, | wll just briefly go over the One and Six Year Program
starting again with the One Year projects that are proposed for final
design, right-of-way acquisition, construction or study during fiscal year
2000-2001. These projects include Project #12, which is O Street, from
53’9 to Wedgewood and portions of Cotner and 56'" from approxi mately
Randol ph up to ‘P or ‘Q Street. It also includes Pioneers Blvd. from
approximately 70'" Street over to 84" Street and a short portion of 84"
north and south of Pioneers Blvd. to dd Cheney intersection.
(inaudible)... 84" Street from just south of Pioneers down through the
A d Cheney intersection and Project #25 shows sone State Aide or
Enhancerment noney for Pedestri an/ Bi cycl e overpass at the BN Rail Tracks at
6!" and 8!" Street. The One Year Program al so includes sone studies that
have been on-going. One of those is Project #24 which is the study of the
intersection of 14'" and A d Cheney and Warlick Blvd. There have been a
nunber of accidents and concern expressed about that intersection. W
have entered into a contract to start a study to see if there are sone
possi bl e sol utions that would hel p i nprove that situation. Al so, Project
#14 which is the Antelope Valley MS, Mjor |nvestnent Study, the study
continues on into this Fiscal year as we bring forward a proposed
Conpr ehensi ve Pl an Anendnment for your consideration. Projects #13 & 20,
is 70" Street from ‘O Street up through north of Adans Street. Vhile
there is noney in there for that Project to start the study, since the
City, Public Works and the Planning Departnent are involved in a |ong-
range Transportation Plan update that proposes |ooking at additional
capacity study in that area. The noney is in the program but we would
propose to start any study out there until the |ong-range plan has been
brought forward and we have direction fromthis Body on what is to happen
out there in the capacity issues between 70'" and 84'" Streets, so there
is nmoney in there, but we would not nove forward with that study. Then,
Project #10, which is the South and East Bel tway studi es continue to nove
on. In addition to those primary projects, | would point out that each
year there are a nunber of activities that we do that are key to taking
care of the existing infrastructure system Each year we have an Arteri al
Resi dential Rehabilitation Program This year, we are proposing nearly a
half-mllion dollar increase over l|ast year, which would put that a
proposed $5.2 million for next year. There is nmoney in the program for
intersection inprovenents, repaving districts, energency and safety
projects, traffic signal projects - both new, nodified and replacenents.
There is also dollars in there to continue our data collection for traffic
optim zation and efficiency for travel on the existing streets. Just
gathering data to anal yze what i s happening on the existing street system
out there, such that we can determi ne how are we doing with the system
There is dollars each year set aside for |andscaping and beautification
for street inprovement projects in conjunction with street inprovenent

proj ects.

The 2™ through 6'" year of the program really identifies those
projects that will enter into sone phase of developnent or continued
funding in the street planning process. As | go through that list, | am

not going to list every project because sone of those are continued
funding of a project that | have already nentioned starting this year and
the funding continues, such as in "O' Street. Wiat | will try to do, is
sinmply highlight the other projects that are in the program which woul d
i ndicate that we are noving forward with finishing out the Six year and
Ten year plan as proposed. The first Project | would highlight is Pine
Lake Road from42™" to 56'" Street, continuation of the paving on Pine Lake
Road. That is in year 2002-2003. 84'" Street, the continuation of the
pavi ng of that on South. Project 16C, and that woul d pick up south of AQd
Cheney and run on down through H ghway 2, that would finish out the
Nort h/ South Corridor, that is proposed in 2003-2004. O d Cheney Road from
70'" Street East through 84'" Street in 2002-2003. I’mnot nentioning Ad
Cheney between Highway 2 and 70'" because that noney is already in the
current programand the design in nearly conpleted. So that will be nmovi ng
forward. 56'" Street fromQO d Cheney to a quarter nmile south of Pine Lake
Road i n 2004-2005. Pine Lake Road then finishing out Pine Lake from 56'"
Street on over through H ghway 2 in 2005-2006. Fletcher Avenue, a short
pi ece i n 2005- 2006 on Cor nhusker Hi ghway over through the 84'" Street area.
Pine Lake Road from 84" Street to a mile east of 98" Street, that is
Proj ect #27 in 2005-2006. And then 10'" Street, which is a short piece of
10" Street, Sun Valley Blvd to south of Mlitary Road. The short piece
up here that woul d possibly provide us a connecting | oop between tying in
the tail end of Antelope Valley conming over and hitting 14'" Street,
Mlitary and 10'" all coning together and providing access on up to
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Cor nhusker . Again, those are on the out years, and until those nove
farther in the program there certainly wouldn't be any work. But those
are the primary projects that are in. I would reiterate this One and

Si xth Year Highway CIP and TIP Program was presented on May 10'" to the
Pl anni ng Conmi ssi on and approved by the Planning Conm ssion on May 31

2000. We believe that this programcontinues to support clear direction
fromthe Council in the mid 90's to get out and finish the arterials on
the mle-line roads in the fringe area and conpl ete those connections as
wel |l as continue to ensure and beef up continued rehabilitation program
that includes 2 + 1's on existing arterial streets and reinforces getting
back into the residential areas with resurfacing and rehabilitation in

sonme of those areas. Wth that | would answer any questions that you
m ght have or would certainly be here at the end after the public speaks
to answer any questions that you have. | do have a pad for nanes and

addresses and woul d ask people who testify to please wite their nane and
address so that we can respond to them

M. Shoecraft: Are there any questions of the staff by the Council?

M. Fortenberry, Council Menber: Thank you Roger, for your
presentation. Can you explain in just alittle nore detail, |andscaping
and beautification for street i nprovenent projects? Are you setting aside
a particular percentage of the overall costs of inplenenting the new
roadway, rehabilitating old roadways for that, or is it a case by case
issue and is it done on every project?

M. Figard: | think it is nobre on a case by case. The idea was to
identify that after, originally after we had conpleted each arterial
street we ought to cone back and be conmtted to plantings. Over the |ast
4 years, what we have realized is the planning for that needs to start
with the design of the street. So we are sinply indicating that there is
noney in these budgets for nore than just concrete and steel and dirt and
bridges. There is noney in there and there is a separate and a distinct
effort nade to | ook at |andscaping and aesthetics as we do the project
pl anni ng, W would probably do that as a separate project than the
construction project after the other is in. The planning for it would be
done ahead of time and with the streets.

M. Fortenberry: So, Mandated and funded along with the actual
design and inplenmentation of a new roadway?

M. Figard: That is correct.

M. Canp, Council Menber: Yes, Roger, | had a question for you on
Project #10, which is the South and East Beltway. Through the year 2006,
you are showing an expenditure of about 4.3 nmllion, when can we
anticipate either or both of those being conpleted? Because you al so
show, | believe 12 million for final conpletion beyond the year 2006.

M. Figard: Well, | think the South and East Beltway, the fairest on
nost honest thing to say is the noney we've placed in there continues to
be a place holder while we work out continued funding and ownership of
that roadway. The City has been the initiator and the prinmary |eader in
the planning efforts to site a possible beltway. It is clear that it
hasn’t been deci ded yet, whether or not the City of Lincoln should own and
totally fund that inprovenent if the community approves that study and
converts it into a project. I think that it is appropriate and |
menti oned a coupl e of weeks ago at a Pre-Council that we ought to have the
latitude to try to | obby and | everage the State of Nebraska for the South
and East Beltway as perhaps part of the State H ghway Program The noney
that is prograned in here continues to allow us to finish the study.
There is noney that was procured by Representative Bereuter to start on
final design and right-of-way acquisition on the South Beltway if the
| ocal comunity would approve and anend the conp plan and neke this a
st udy. Beyond that, we haven't begun to program City road dollars to
start building or lay out that schedule. | have set up some neetings
since our last Pre-Council later this nonth to start neetings with the
Depart ment of Roads to enter into those discussions, where we woul d begin
to iron out real ownership and funding. But | think it is a little
premature and we did not think it was appropriate for the City to show
that additional funding. Until and if this Body approves a Beltway from
a study to a corridor and a project, it would be presunptuous of ne, |
t hi nk, to suggest what the schedule to build sonething i ke that mnight be.

M. Cook, Council Menber: Just a question about 14'" Street, Ad
Cheney to Pine Lake and the 14" Street, Od Cheney and Warlick Blvd
i ntersection inprovenent study. Wuld it be reasonabl e to assune that the
i ntersection inprovenent and that stretch of 14" Street between O d Cheney
and Pine Lake Road will be constructed at about the sane tine or are you
planning to progress with them separately? You’ ve got them nmarked
separately.

M. Figard: They are narked separately, and I will tell you why.
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Qur first step was to determine and do sonme engineering analysis and
determne if, in fact, there are sonme i nprovenents that could be built at
that intersection that m ght reduce accidents or inprove safety. W are
not sure, that it exists. There is some question why people are running
the red lights? Wiy is there a safety problemthere? Upon the conpletion
of the study and the determ nati on of whether there are sone i nprovenents,
certainly any inprovenents proposed need to be in conjunction with the
Sout h 14'" Street Project. They need to be coordinated so that they do not
conflict. The current 14'" Street Project fromd d Cheney south is in the
2003- 2004 portion of the program I think we have tinme to finish the
study and see if there is sone alternatives and then in next year’s update
or the year after, Jonathan, determ ne how those two m ght dove-tail
together or fit together and certainly they need to be built so that they
do not conflict with one another.

M. Cook: So the year 2005-2006 for the intersection isn't
necessarily how things will be carried out?

M. Figard: No, not necessarily.

M. Cook: There is sone concern about the school opening on 14" and
Pi ne Lake. How will construction of that intersection and road wll
affect that. WII there be any attenpt to accel erate construction if we
were to figure out what we want to do with that intersection?

M. Figard: There is always a way, | guess, it is a natter of
priorities. |If we nove that one ahead, which one of these other ten or
el even projects do | nove back right now O, how do we increase funding.
We have tried to reduce sone inpacts to the school on south 14th, In
wor ki ng with the devel opnment community, and we're proposing that nearly a
t housand feet plus of 14!" Street, north and south of A d Cheney, in front
of the school gets built yet this Fall or next Spring, before the schoo
opens. That takes construction away fromright in front of the school
It still |leaves us with the chall enge then how you do the construction to
the north and provide access. At this point intinme, that’s where it fits
and | guess we woul d coordi nate the two projects.

M. Shoecraft: Alright, we have reached the second part of this

Public Hearing. During this segment of the hearing, all interested parties
who woul d i ke to present a statenment, comment or ask questions pertaining
to this proposed program nay do so. |n presenting your statenment, you

may do so in one of several ways. Your statenment may be entirely oral
You may have a prepared witten statenents which you may read. O, if you
have a written statenent that you do not wish to read it into the record,
you may sinply give the statement to the City derk. They will be
i ncluded as part of the official Hearing record. Because the record of
the Hearing nust be kept, it is requested that when you conme forward to
conment, you sign the sign-up sheet, state your nanme and address, and
pl ease spell your last name. Anyone interested in making a statenent on
this program may do so.

M. Jeff Altman, 5120 Pawnee Street: | just wanted to ask a couple
of questions regarding the project for East ‘O Street, is that in regards
to widening that area to six lanes? If that is indeed the case, what
provi sions are bei ng made for the needs of pedestrians novi ng through that
area? Secondly, there was nention of |andscaping being included in the
expenditures for the inprovenents to city streets and | wanted to find
out, what, if any part of that is devoted to the expansion or inprovenent
of the sidewal k systens? Thank You

M. Shoecraft: Thank you, can Staff answer the question pl ease?

M Figard: The East ‘O Project is the project proposed for w dening
to 6 through | anes. The project in final design is working at naking sure
that we can provi de safe and reasonabl e pedestri an access though the area.
As such, as we look at |andscaping, we also have a real concern about
sidewal ks and the width of the sidewal ks needed. Part of the design out
there, narrowing the design provides a better opportunity for sidewal ks
and | andscapi ng and for pedestrians to cross the street. | think we are
bei ng responsive, hopefully to that need.

M. Shoecraft: Thank you

Ms Karen Becker, 1800 Knox St., Apt. 3: What | would like to know
is why the signs that says “wal k” and “don’t wal k”, for people, why can't
it stay just like it does, for like cars going? Cause it seens |ike that
by the tine a person get across the street, half way across, it is
already flashing that. And |ike on Cornhusker and Levin Street or
Saunders and that, there is that corner from Cornhusker going onto 11'"
Street, there is no stop sign there. That is a dangerous corner. Thank
you.

M. Shoecraft: Thank you

Ms. Helen Curfrman, 6931 Vine Street: | would like to know exactly
what the plans are from 66'" to 70" and the intersection there? Thank
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you

M. Figard: The current plan for Vine Street between 66!" and about
72" Street, falls in that 70'" Street corridor for study. So, at this
point intime, until the long-range plan conmes forward, with either new or
different direction to study that area, we are not currently working on a
study and we are not doing anything right now

Ms. Curfnan: Okay, because | have heard there were plans to w den
it and it is such a pretty little area and that four bl ocks doesn’t need
to be widened. It would just double the noise pollution. Every night
bet ween four and six and | have, “boom boom booni’s outside my door from
people sitting there. They throw cigarette ashes and butte in ny yard.

And we don't need it widened at all, period. Thank you

M. Shoecraft: Thank you. Roger, could you answer the previous
qguestion too, also regarding the 11'" on Cornhusker on Saunders?

M. Figard: I'Il have to check into the stop-sign at that i ssue. The

i ssue of the flashing pedestrian signs: when people start across the
street and the light begins to flash “don’t wal k”, that’s an indication

for soneone not to start across the street. Once it starts flashing
“don’t wal k”, there is still adequate tine for people to walk on across
and finish. So, people shouldn't be confused. If they are part way

across and it begins to flash, they are to continue and there is adequate
tinme to do that.

M. Shoecraft: Thank you

M. Danny Wal ker, 427 E Street: | ‘dlike to remnd the City Counci
that for five years, the inner-city streets had nothing at all done to
them No resurfacing, no tearing up, no new paving applied, etc. etc. etc.
The inner-city streets were reduced from 150 per year to 50-65 per year
and this does not include the five year period where the inner-city
streets were not touched. And | think Roger has sonewhat agreed to these
figures and estimtes at previous neetings. In addition, | don't know if
it is still there or not, everyone is conplaining about traffic flow onto
10th street. There is one parking space on the south side of the bus depot
on ‘P street that | don't think is really necessary and it does obstruct
the flow of traffic if you're turning left onto 10'" Street to get to the
Interstate. | would like to have soneone take a look at that. | think
that woul d be Roger’s departnent, possibly. Thank you

M. Shoecraft: Thank you

M. denn Cekal 1420 C St.: You were nentioning, Roger, about 14th
and A d Cheney. I think everybody agrees that intersection never was
designed right. You build the South high there, whatever you call it on
south 14" | hope, even though it will not benefit me personally, | hope
sonebody has enough wi sdomto put sone sidewal ks out there before the kids
start going to school there. Sone of themw Il be riding their bicycles
and you know, if we can learn a new way to do sonethings, | think we ought
to start doing them I think we are going to see a |lot nore bicycles
because we have a |l ot of bike paths. Not everyone is going to be wal ki ng
and hiking. So, | think a whole different kind of intersection there. It
never was right, just start all over again. The intersection at 9'" & 10"
and Van Dorn, | have a feeling, though | don't know if this is a fact,
that it probably was in the process of being designed right until a
citizen of the City of Lincoln unfortunately got their way and changed t he
design and now it is not safe. As we increase our traffic their it is
already a problem As we increase our traffic their, we're going to kil
people. There is all kinds of traffic there, so that on there al so, Roger
needs to be re-designed, because when you get down to 14'" and O d Cheney
and then you get the high school and you get south 14'" south of the 14"
and O d Cheney, now all that has to flow together. W seemto lack a
little bit of long range planning. Also we got to renenber on these
street designs, and |’'ve never heard of anybody tal king about it here,
right nowl don't own a bicycle and at my age | don’t suppose you have to
consider nme a threat. W're going to have a lot of bicycles in this
town. VWhether you like it or not, we're going to have a bi ke paths. [|’'ve
tried desperately to get the powers that be fromthe Mayor’'s office to the
Senior Citizens what-have-you, to the DLA to what-have-you, to get a
decent bike rack at 10" and ‘O that’'s traffic of a sort. | can't seemto
get it done and maybe we' |l get it done, but I'’mjust trying to show you
how we don’t listen very well, sonmetinmes. W don’t listen and then follow
through. | think possibly one of the worst areas that we have and it’s in
an area that needs all the help and attention, M. Kent, that it can get,
and the downtown area between 11" & 8", ‘M to ‘Q, that traffic, there
is certain limtations in there, such as railroad tracks and a nunmber of
other obstacles. |It's pretty hard to i ncrease the size of that area, but
anytinme you get football ganes, street repairs, you get a fire and a car
accident...try all those going on in that area and see what you cone up
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with. Then increase the dowmntown traffic because the City is larger, nore
successful etc. etc. and you ve got one H of a problem So, what |I'm
suggesting is this, you take that rectangle from‘M to the south, ‘Q to
the north, 11'" street to the east and 8'" street to the west, and you
study that with a mcroscope and you because the bi ggest problem we have
to keep it sinmple is we've got to constantly nove traffic. There cannot
be, you know | was watching this show, the Burna Road, and they had
trouble with their truck back in Wrld War 1l days and before, they would
take and shove it over the side of the nountain.

M. Shoecraft: you have one mnute.

M. Cekal: We cannot afford to have sonebody bl ock that area. And
we' ve never done nuch about it yet. W can do a better job on that
bi kes. And one last thing, when M. Doug Brogden was our Planning
Director, herequired, along with the City of course, that the apartnents
near downtown, that the parking conme in off of the alley. Now t hose
alleys are just as inmportant to us as the front entrance to the State
Capital Building. W've got to have those, they're decent. And don't ask
us to travel over ruts and hol es and what - have-you because it’s not right.
Unless you're trying to build a slum So, when you consider, M. VWl ker
tal ked about our |ack of taking care of the ol der areas, don't forget the
al l eys and the sidewal ks. W have been overlooking this and we can’'t any
longer and | think the beep is going to get |ouder and | ouder to get this
done. So, | don't care howyou doit, if we have a bond or what, but it’'s
got to get done. Thank you.

M. Shoecraft: Thank you

M. Fortenberry: M. Figard, can you cone over. 9'" & 10'" Street and
Van Dorn, it one that | had brought to the attention of Public Wrks as
well alittle while back. 1Is it in the Traffic Optim zation Studies?

M. Figard: Not specifically, it is not individually identified. |
thi nk there woul d be sone options to do sone nore cursory anal ysi s of what
we night do there.

M. Fortenberry: It may not need a full blown study |ike these
other intersections but one issue is because of the spacing between the
two blocks there is so narrow, that as you sit west-bound going on Van
Dorn you tend to look at the next light. And when it turns, you're not
| ooking at the one you're sitting at, you' re | ooking at next one and they
are not synchronized. So, |’'ve seen people nearly pull out in front of
truck heavy traffic there and nearly have done it nyself. Like | say, it
may not need the level of study that you're conducting in other
i ntersections, but there is a quirkiness there that needs our attention

M. Figard: I'Il nmake a note of that.

M. Fortenberry: | think for out last two speakers, it mght be
hel pful to review the additional nonies set aside this year for repaving
projects as well as sidewal k i mprovenents.

M. Figard: |I'mnot sure off the top of nmy head, |I've said in the
resurfacing and residential areas we’'ve added about % nmillion dollars.

M. Fortenberry: How nmany bl ocks, roughly?

M. Figard: | think our intention, we've done 70 bl ocks this year
The intention next year is to take the residential up to 90 and conti nue
to grow that. I would like to nmake a statenent when M. Wl ker talks

about resurfacing 150 bl ocks of residential streets, there were sone years
when we’ve had an extrenely bad wi nter and we took a whol e bunch of noney
and canvassed a |large area one year. But that wasn’'t a constant year
after year effort. W went in and picked up sone slack. My understandi ng
was that the Administration had tried to indicate increased dollars for
sidewal k repair. The sidewal k programhas several parts; there's a repair
program and there is also the construction program As part of new
subdi vi si ons or new devel opnents , the developers are required to put in
new si dewal ks adjacent to their property on arterials. Because the City
does now own and naintain those sidewal ks, we have tried to make sure the
sidewal ks are only constructed where there is a proven need for them |If
there isn't any generator of traffic, why should we spend nobney and
resources and then have to take care of it over tine if it is not being
used. So, each year, and we mnissed |ast year, we need to bring forward,
an area where we are proposing to the Mayor and the Council to order new
sidewal ks in where they haven't been before or they ve been missed in
previous devel opnent. W are close to being ready to bring forward
another program for you to |ook at. Then, in those areas where the
property owners don’'t install the sidewal k, then we would bring forward
the sidewal k assessnent district, where the City would hire private
contractors to go build the sidewal k and assess the cost adjacent to their
property. The sidewal k construction still remains, the first tine, the
responsibility of the abutting property owner. The repair, the Cty
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com ng out of the general fund and Administration, | believe, tried to
increase that up to a half a nmllion dollars up fromthe 250 this year.
That makes a snall step in that direction. It is still a big challenge.

M. Shoecraft: Do any of the Council nenbers wi sh to comment or ask
guesti ons about the proposed progran? |f there are no other comments or
questions, | wll make sone concluding remarks. |’'Il rem nd you that the
statenments or exhibits received on or before August 17, 2000 becone part
of the Hearing record. The information received at the Hearing and
during the coment period, wll be evaluated by the Public Wrks
Department and the Cty Council. Action will be taken by the City
Council resolution to adopt the CIP Budget. It is now 8:45 p.m and the
Public Hearing is closed.

**RECONVENED 8:45 P. M **

2000- 2001 MAYOR S RECOMVENDED ANNUAL OPERATI NG BUDGET
& CAPI TAL | MPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Deputy Cty derk: In addition to the tentative changes listed
above, the City Council proposes to take the follow ng action allowed by
LB 989 as passed by the 1998 Nebraska State Legislature. 1. The Mayor's
Recommended Budget antici pates the use of allowable growh in the tax base
above the 2.5% already provided by LB 989 for inprovenents to real
property as a result of new construction, additions to existing buil dings,
any inprovenents to real property which increase the value of such
property, and any increase in valuation due to annexation, and any
increase in valuation due to annexation, and any personal property
val uation over the prior year. This increase is estinated at 3.88%
pending certification of final valuations from the County Assessor's
Ofice. It is the City's intention to utilize the final percentage
increase in growh, as provided by the certified final valuations, to
increase the restricted funds base and to utilize various other 1lid
exenptions provided in LB 989. 2. The City intends to carryover all
unused restricted fund authority fromprior and current fiscal years as
wel | as any unused restricted fund authority fromthe 2000-01 Budget to
future fiscal years. This unused restricted fund authority is estinmated
at up to $17, 000, 000 but depends upon final conpletion of |id documents to
be filed with the State Auditor's Ofice. It is the City's intention to
carry over all unused restricted funds authority as determnmined by final
conpl etion of the forns.

STARTRAN

Larry Worth, StarTran Director: | would note two adjustnents, ninor
adjustnments for what we talked about in July. First | would call
attention to the neno that was passed out during the break requesting that
the Council take prelimnary action on the part of the 27th Street shuttle
that serves the Scott M ddle School in order that we could start service
on the 21st of this nonth which is the day that the Council would be
nornmal ly acting upon the total budget. The second is that | would note at
that July neeting that we were able to serve all of the StarTran patrons
that would have lost service as a result of the deletion of the six
express routes except for a small nunber down around Faul kner. And we
found in some studying of the 27th Street shuttle that we can serve those
individuals with the 27th Street shuttle. So, we are successful in being
able to accommpdate all of the current patrons who are operating, er
riding the express routes by use of either the new service 27th Street
shuttle or by extending existing regular service. So, | just wanted to
bring those two things before the Public Hearing.

Ms. Seng: OK, Larry | just want to ask now then that you found
those that were on the south end, you found a way to service them Then
what about those that we had letters fromthat were on the north end?

M. Worth: Up there on Cornhusker?

Ms. Seng: Yes.

M. Worth: Yeah, we're serving that with the north end of the 27th
Street shuttle and | think | talked to nobst of those individuals either
after our Public Hearing or by letter advising themof that. W do have

information that will, if there's anybody here that wants that i nformation
as to what would be the extended route, we have that for them if they
wish. | also have, if there's any people here who are interested in the

new school route we have done prelimnary work with the Lincoln Public
Schools to create sone prelimnary routes that would serve Scott M ddle
School. So if there's anyone in the audience who's interested in what
we're |looking at for that route | have that with ne this evening.
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M. Shoecraft: And, also before comments regarding StarTran there
wi || be a Handi van service right after the Public Hearing on StarTran for
those that need it?

M. Worth: You bet. W brought one person and we're expecting to
take about 5 or 6 hone.

M. Shoecraft: Imediately after the Public Hearing on StarTran

M. Worth: Right. Thank you

Jeff Altnman, 5120 Pawnee Street: Chairperson Shoenaker and nenbers
of the Council |'m here as president of the Lincoln Chapter of the
Nati onal Federation of the Blind of Nebraska and | wish to state for the
record that, first of all we are sincerely thankful for the proposal to
add a 27th Street shuttle to the StarTran system W strongly support
this and we feel that it will do nmuch to i nprove service for all riders of
the StarTran systemand will likely lead to increased ridership. W do
not support the renoval of the six express buses fromthe systemprinarily
because this will limt options for anyone who does not drive as to where
they can chose to live or work. And, therefore we feel that this is
discrimnatory to those of us that are not able to drive. | recognize
that M. Wrth has stated that these areas will be covered by existing
systens or expandi ng existing systens or existing routes. However, it is
unlikely that these changes will result in equally convenient or effective
to those who live in these areas. W are di sappointed that at this point
and tinme expansion and increase of service to the existing cross town
route on 48th Street, 56th & 70th , and 66th Street is not being proposed
for inmplenentation. W feel that this would be very beneficial to the
overall systemas well conpleting the east leg of a nodified grid system
We are al so concerned and di sappointed that an automated call in system
t el ephone systemto provide schedul e informati on has not been considered
inthe recommendations. We find it very difficult to carry around braille
materials which the average braille schedule is approxinmately an inch
thick and about 12 x 11. [It's not exactly the nost portable itemin the
world and conmputer disc's & cassettes are wonderful except that they
require hardware to allow you to use them So really the nost practica
way for a blind individual or an individual who is print disabled to
access that material woul d be via tel ephone and we woul d ask t hat woul d be
| ooked into as well and be a future consideration of StarTran. | have
sone witten material that | would also like to present to the Deputy
Clerk of the Gty Council for the distribution to the menbers. Thank you.

Bill Crawford, 105 N 8th Street: | applaud the Mayor's Task Force
for inplenenting the Task Force to address certain issues concerning
transportati on, however, | do have sone concerns and one of themis sone
of the additional vans that aren't part of StarTran and have |ifts on them
maybe we could have those vans in future years. The (inaudible) wth
StarTran and maybe there could be additional funding allowed for
additional paratransit. |'mvery pleased that they have a north and south
27th Street run and | need to tell you a couple of stories that relate to
StarTran in a positive way. | live on 8th Street so by StarTran rules |'m
expected to take the bus to work. The other day | got on the Bel nont run
and the bus was full, the bus was absolutely full, there's was no way |
could get on it, but the upside of all that was | was waiting in the "Y"
and | went down to 11th Street, got on the bus there, it was not full and
they let me on the bus. The other thing that's a real positive
(i naudible) is one of the drivers who works for StarTran from a persona
poi nt of view, she actually hel ped ne or assisted me onto the bus not onto
t he bus, but she taught me how to back onto the Iift and guided ne in the
wal k. | wish nore drivers were nore sensitive to the disabled Iike that
and | think public awareness and sensitivity by the drivers and by
StarTran is coming and it's equally there, but there are sone things that
t hey have to do, you know, |ike the gentleman just said for the blind. |
think that it's going to have the north and south run, maybe in the future
years t hey need to deci de that naybe the Mayor's Task Force al ong with al
of that needs to al so consider putting into, in fact the 48th run to the
66th run so then it conpletes both ends of the spectrum And, one |ast
comment, if they're going to cut the coupon program which so many peopl e
are on | wish and | hope that additional funding from different social
prograns or whatever would be made because | don't want any elderly
persons who have to go to dialysis, things of this nature to mss out,
because dialysis is a life threatening situation. If you don't go to
dialysis Handivan or not your life is threatened because you need your
bl ood cl ean. And, that's a life threatening situation. I myself am
fortunate, but 1've got, you know there are other people who need
transportation in the Gty of Lincoln and other inprovements, for a couple
ot her inmprovenents that they can nake, they could cut down on the waiting
time froman hour and 10 minutes to an hour. And, they could al so make
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sure that when they drop the lifts for disabled persons in wheelchairs
that they drop the lifts on concrete. Don't drop themon grass because if
your front wheels get stuck you're done. But I'Il let you go and |
appreci ate your time and thanks a |ot.

M. Fortenberry: M. Wrth if you could cone forward please. 1'm
sure | saw you witing notes so |I'm sure you appreciated some of the
conment s. M. Crawford, is that correct?, was neking, is there an
opportunity to perhaps neet with, perhaps you already do this and naybe
you can explain the tinmes in which you do this, but meet with the
representatives of the disabled community who mght be experiencing
particular difficulties or have suggestions like the gentlerman said
regardi ng efficient ways to |oad and unl oad onto the ranps on the buses.
Do you have anything |ike that? (inaudible) you could |ook at?

M. Wrth: Well, two ways, particularly with Bill. | think Bil
and | have a good interaction relationship with regard to his concerns and
t houghts, but we do have with the League of Human Dit, League of Hunan
Dignity there's a transportation subconm ttee of the League Board which is
the official disability group, public group and it neets typically every

nonth or so and that's a good opportunity. I tend everyone of those
That's good opportunity for nme to find what concerns they may have.
M. Fortenberry: | assune that's passed onto drivers in form of

ongoi ng educati on?

M. Wirth: You bet.

M. Fortenberry: OK, thank you

Ms. Seng: Larry while you're up here talk a little bit about those
taxi coupons that he was referring to. That, there has been a provision
made for those to be picked up el sewhere?

M. Worth: Yeah, there's, in fact it's not a new provision
actually. There's a, we find that the taxi conpany sells the taxi coupons
at a 10%di scount at an unlimted nunber. The current programlinmts you
to $120 worth of coupons. The taxi conpany will sell you as nany as you

want for, like | say, a 10%discount. W also found that the, there's a
organi zational for visually disabled people that sell them at 50%
di scount. | believe that Bryan LGH, there's a Bryan LGH program t hat
sells them at a 10% di scount, too. So, there are other, nany other
opportunities that the, that people can buy those. | think the biggest
thing is getting directly fromthe cab conpany as many as you want.

Janet Doul as, 2788 F Street: I'm choosing to sit down because ny

bal ance is poor and | can't seemto talk and stand and concentrate on
keepi ng ny balance all at the sane time and | have a cold so if you have
probl em understanding me we'll deal with it. As | sat here | nmade sone
notes on some of what Larry has spoken about. The tabloid for the annua

operating budget cane in the paper |ast week. On page six there's an
article called StarTran changes to neet rider needs. It also said that
mass transit is an essential node of transportation. It really is. |
would like to thank the Mayor for the Citizen's Task Force that revi ewed
the StarTran operations. W're very pleased with the 27th Street shuttle.
That will really help us because that neans |' mthree quarters of a bl ock
fromthe nearest stop on that route. Thank you also for the 66th to the
70th Street shuttles. And, thanks for finally beginning the
i mpl enentation of our grid system It's about tine. Now, regarding the
City subsidized StarTran taxi coupon program Keep in nind a few thing;
the first is the fixed route buses run until only 6:15 p.m and that
Handi van's run until about 10:00 p.m And, of the coupons that are
avai l abl e right now as part of the City's subsidized coupon programare at
a 25%di scount. The tabloid says that the coupons are avail able right now
to riders when the Handivan is not available and that would be Mnday
t hrough Saturday after 10:00 p.m and on all day Sunday. The tabloid also
says the coupons are not, that these coupons are not necessary any nore
because the fixed route buses are all accessible. But, there's a hitch
here because the fixed route buses only run until 6:15 p.m Mnday through
Sat urday and not on Sunday. So, there's a w ndow where no one is covered
with coupons. Now, the other coupons that are still available to people
in Lincoln are the 10% di scount coupons from the 55+ program with the
hospital system but you have to be 55 years or ol der to get those coupons
at only a 10% di scount. There's also a 10% di scount coupon from Husker
Cabs and yeah | could buy a whole bunch of those or anyone could, but
that's only a 10%di scount, not that 25%di scount that the coupons through
StarTran are. And, lastly there's a 50% di scount program of coupons
t hrough the American Council of the Blind of Nebraska, but only peopl e who
neet visual guidelines or Iack of vision guidelines can get those coupons
so that |eaves out a huge population of folks. And, | guess ny |ast
coments woul d be these. Elininating this coupon program that by the way
I"'mnot even eligible for because | can still use fixed route buses for
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which I will be eternally grateful. But, elimnating this taxi coupon
program does not neet rider needs like the tabloid said it only further
limts our mnimal services. And, about this tine last year | said the
following to the StarTran Advisory Board when it net. W're all scared to
death the you will continue to chisel away at the services that we have
now and they're already minimal. W're scared to death that if you keep
chi seling away we won't have anything | eft and those of us who can't drive
have no choice. And, it's not fair because people who do drive and do
chose to take the bus if the services are chiseled away that they can't
use them they can go home and hop in a car, but we can't and that's not
fair. Thank you for your tine.

Laura Moore, no address given: 1In general | want you to know t hat
| do support the reconmmendations of the Mayor's Task Force on
transportation. | was one of the nenbers of that Task Force, however,

they did not reconmend elimnation of the taxi cab coupon program That
was not even discussed. And, if you elininate the taxi cab coupon program
there would be a lot of elderly and di sabl ed persons who are |ow incone
who will suffer fromhaving to rearrange their budget just a little nore
so that they can get their transportation that they need. The 10% coupons
fromthe cab coupon may be there and may be avail abl e to everybody, but
still since the cab coupon program from StarTran is a little nore of a
di scount than that they are going to have to cut their budget and nmaybe
cut into their essential needs to provide their own transportation. I
just learned this norning it's possible to arrange transportation to stay
here until the end of this neeting which | didn't know and | am sure that
several people in this city who do not drive did not know that is was

possible to dothat. | want to thank StarTran and everybody i nvol ved t hat
this was a possibility and | plan on renenbering it for next year. Thank
you.

Cat heri ne Johnston, 1912 Garfield, #2: My concern is when | have to
go to the doctor and ny doctor is way out there on 70th and Pi oneers, the
bus only goes to 56th. Fromthere | have to walk 2 nmiles to get to ny
doctor, otherwise | have to take cab which is $15.00 one way and | can't
afford that all the tine. And, they have proposed the shuttle going from
north and south on 70th, but they don't have that. How cone? It's just
as inportant to the people going to the doctor as it is for everybody to
get where they have to go. Oherwise | use the bus all the tine. Thank
you.

Janet Doulas: It would be great if you guys, if StarTran coul d have
automat ed schedul e informati on because even though, | have a friend who
has a disability and she can see, but she is not a good reader. And, even
t hough she's got the schedule in front of her she cannot follow well
enough so that she can deci de where she needs to be on a corner and when
she needs to be there. She calls nme all the tine. Please read ne the
schedule and tell ne where | need to be and what tine and what time wll
| get downtown or what tinme will | get to ny next appointnment because
guess what |'msaying if it was automated it would hel p those who cannot
read even though they can see.

Ruth Jensen, 640 S Street, Apt. 9: And, as this person Cathy over
here was saying | whole heartedly agree with here. One of the, | do think
that there should be transportation to the nedical clinic she tal ked about
at 70th and Pioneer. |In addition to that another one, recently a doctor
that | had been a patient of in past years nanely a clinical neurol ogy
P.C. noved to an office at 5500 Pine Lake Rd. and upon checking with
StarTran the cl osest, the route that would go cl osest to there would be to
take Irving School and get off at l|ike 56th and O d Cheney and then |
woul d have a wal k of about a mile and half to two mles. And, personally
| don't drive a car | have no other means of transportation to get there.
By the sane token with what Cathy described about the place at 70th and
Pi oneer the routes that come closest to that would be to take either
Col l ege View and get off at 56th & Pioneer and wal k about 2 miles or to
take Normal and get off at 70th and Van Dorn and that would be a wal k of
about 2 miles. And, | don't know why things, problens of that nature they
shoul d be added onto al ready existing bus routes or like | say. Then this
stuff about the express routes, | don't know why the express routes, |
think those should be, if they were, they should be made into routes
regular routes that run continuously all day instead of this stuff of
pi cking up people, they get on at 7:00 in the norning they just go
downtown to go to work and then they go back hone again around like 5:00
or sonmething. | noticed on those express routes only about half a dozen
or less people get on those so | don't see how it can be financially
feasible run like that because there's people that want to go to these
areas | described. The clinics we nentioned here at 55th & Pine Lake &
then the one at 70th & Pioneers nobody if you're in poor health or in bad
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weat her no one's going to have to get off a bus and have to walk two miles
to get to places like that. And, another thing I've been concerned about
that | heard one of the StarTran drivers say when | nmentioned to himthat
there were certain areas of town that are not served by StarTran, there
was no bus service at all and he nentioned that they did not have to,
StarTran did not have to serve those parts of town because rich people
live in those parts of town. | felt sonmewhat insulted hearing that. |
mean | do not, | don't know if you call it discrinmination or arrogance or
what, but as far as |I'mconcerned | think anyone who is willing to pay bus
fair to go to or fromany part of town ought have the rights of a, right
and not just a privilege, you know. And, | do not |like hearing a StarTran
driver say that they don't have to server certain parts of town because of
the rich peopl e, because anyone rich or poor who are willing to pay a fare
should be willing, | mean should be able to ride these StarTran routes

Thank you.

Robert Doul as, 2788 F Street: Li ke everybody else, oh, I'm also
Vice Chair for the Statew de |ndependent Living Council besides being
blind and being a nmenber of that organization, also. For those of you
that are unfamliar with the Statew de |ndependent Living Council it's
mandat ed under federal |aw, under the revisions nade in the rehab act. |
was appointed to that council by the tenant for the Departnent of
Education. | like everybody else want to thank the Task Force for the
foresight they took in expanding and going to a sem grid systemand their
first nove being the 27th Street shuttle. | am di sappoi nted, however,
that they also did not imediately reconmend the 48th Street shuttle.
It's too bad it cost us seven routes by ny nmap that those going four tines
a day, 2 in the norning and 2 at night, 2 trips. That's 48 trips. W
knocked out 48 trips in order to fund the expansion of one route on 7th
Street. In reviewing the Task Force recommendati ons they thought that
expansi on of services to the disabled was a good i dea, however, |I'msorry
we can't afford it right now, but they did think it was a good i dea. When
we asked the Mayor to put that Task Force together because of sone of the
probl ens that were going on we wanted i nprovenents across the board that
i ncl uded i nprovenents to the disabl ed services. Those were not touched at
all. W could blane it on the budget, but | think naybe take a real hard
| ook at as part of that Task Force. Sure, all disabled people are glad
t hey have the services they currently have, but let's renenber one thing,
the City of Lincolnis following the letter of the |aw stating under the
rehab act under Title One which covers transportation. However, they only
do the absolute mininum Those standards set under ADA were m ninmum
standards gentlenen and ladies. You can go a lot further and with the
nunber of disabled and elderly people you have in the Cty of Lincoln
everybody coul d benefit by expanding the current bus systemin making it
nore efficient, but not at the cost of the disabled by cutting a program
with the caps. (inaudible) led you to believe that yes the Anerican
Council of the Blind has a cab coupon program but nobody in the papers
here today mentioned why that cab program was instituted to begin wth.
It's because blind people are not served at all by the Handivan system
because they don't qualify. Because they don't qualify for the Handivan
systemthey don't qualify for the cab coupon programeither. Therefore,
we took it on ourselves and instituted not a cab coupon programthat woul d
hel p the menbers of the Anerican Menbers of the Blind, but a programthat
woul d benefit everybody that was blind and it doesn't cost the City a

dime. W funded it, nobody else. If a small group of about 90 blind
people in the State of Nebraska can pull sonmething |ike that off to serve
an entire Gty of Lincoln this Council can do nore. |f we can take that

sane programand institute it in Omha this programcan do nore. And, if
we are now |l ooking at getting funded a statew de system that would now
benefit Grand |sland, Hastings, and Kearney | don't know why this Council
can't save any, save the taxi cab programfor all the disabl ed and i nmprove
bus transportation and save even nore. Thank you.

Annette McRoy, Council Menber: Larry | just wanted to address what
he just said. The visually disabled aren't eligible for the Handi van
service?

M. Worth: The Anerican Disabilities Act only all ows peopl e who are
unabl e to use regul ar schedul ed regul ar service that's accessible. If a
person can't use that then they're eligible for the Handi van service. The
Anerican Disabilities Act is very specific in that regard as to what the
eligibility is.

Ms. McRoy: The second thing, do you want to address his coments
that we're only doing the bare mni num of ADA?

M. Worth: 1'd be happy to do that. Actually we're above the bare
m ni rum of ADA. We, the nights service that we provide on the Handivan
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after the regular routes end at 7: 15, we operate the Handi van each weekday
until 10:00. That's above and beyond the requirenents of the Anerican
Disability Act. W operate the Handivan in all areas within the Gty of
Lincoln. Anerican Disabilities Act requires only that you provide what's
called a conplinentary paratransfer what we woul d consi der our Handi van
only within a, the corridors within the areas that are being served by the
regul ar route systemwhich is what they do in many cities. So there are
a lot of areas that aren't being served in other cities. We operate
t hr oughout the whol e area of the City of Lincoln. Those are two, at | east
the two big ones that | can think of that we operate beyond the Anmerican
Di sabilities Act.

Ms. McRoy: Oftentinmes when you hear coments like this and you're
not famliar with the whole ADA requirenents and then the people at hone
in the audi ence they think that we're not doing anything or are doing the
bare mninum and | wanted to educate nyself also because | would be
appalled if we wasn't doing nore, you know. And, if we didn't do nore we
could find nmoney in the seat cushions for other projects, but we can't
find noney to serve our disabled citizens who are just equally as
important then | would be enbarrassed, but that's why | wanted
clarification on this because | don't want themto think we're not being
fair in howwe allocate funds. | think there was sone good ideal s brought
out about the 48th Street shuttle and the call in, automated call in
system | think those are things we should consider, you know, within the
next fundi ng cycle.

M. Worth: |If | could respond with regard to the call in. W have
instituted the opportunity for anytine that StarTran is open i s what 5:30
in the norning until 7:15 in the evenings essentially every day but
Sunday. W have instituted the opportunity for people to call in to talk
to a person and | think what we found is that nost of the people who cal
in and ask for information it's a, they need infornmation nore than what
they can typically get onthis type of a fingertip type of system Unless
you' ve got a very expensive system typically you have to know what route
you already want and nost people don't know that. And, they have a
location that they are and they need to know how to get to another
| ocation. And, these fingertip systens don't really give you that unl ess
you have a fairly expensive systemto do that. That's not to say that we
couldn't inplenent this fairly expensive system but we have at | east gone
to the extent of trying to get, opt in for people to be able to talk to
either the dispatcher or our infornmation systemanytinme that we're open

Kar na Newman, 2541 N 9th St.: | was going to the bus stop one day
and | got onit and the driver, | don't know what his name was, but it was
Route 7, my chair started rolling and it rolled to the other side of the
bus and the driver asked ne to put ny breaks on and | don't have visual
breaks, they're inside of the chair and so he asked ne if | wanted the
shoul der strap to go around 'cause it's suppose to hold the wheelchair in
place and | said, "yes please". And, he said, so he got up to get it for
me and the shoul der strap doesn't go around the wheel chair. And, so |
asked for tie downs and he said there was none on the bus. And, so
unfortunately it kind of scares ne to take the bus. Thank you

Janet Col enan, 6049 Franklin: | want to say upfront, to rely on
public transportation, private not-for-profit transportati on and the good
will of friends in about equal anpunts. | think we have a good StarTran
transit system in Lincoln. I think it's sonething of which we can be
proud, and | also think that anything that's good can be nade better. But,
| also, and it's got to cone as no surprise to you, you're not going to
make it better w thout spendi ng sone additi onal noney, and, | think that's
probably fairly obvious. | want to say, also, that | think it's tine that
StarTran be | ooked at as a service entity. That it provides a service
W need to stop shaki ng our heads in despair when StarTran does not make
it's own way. We don't expect the Police who are a service or the Fire or
the Library's or the Parks to pay their own way. W need to stop shaking
our heads in despair when StarTran does not pay it's own way. And, then
| want to |l ook just real quickly and | know | wote a letter which | think

you all have about the StarTran Task Force recomrendations, | want to
speak just briefly to them | served on another StarTran Task Force 8
years ago. | assure you |I'mnot going to be on anot her one, two's enough

but we, for many years it's been recomended that we have a grid systemin
Li ncoln that we do not send all of our buses through the downtown | oop

And, the StarTran Task Force recommended at this tinme with the idea let's
do a nodified grid systemand do the 27th & the 48th, 66 Street shuttle.
I'mdelighted that we've approved the, or you've approved the 27th Street
shuttle. It's not going to be a test of the nodified or the grid system
unl ess you have both shuttles. And, | would like to encourage you to
consi der putting back in the 48th & 66 Street shuttle and then at the end
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of the year we woul d have a real test of whether a grid systemwould work
and whether we might nove to a nore extensive grid system And, then |
want to briefly, we haven't heard anything about the extension of the
shuttle into the Haymarket. This is another thing that's been desired for
many years and | thought the entertainment shuttle would be a very
popul ar, | thought that would be a popular decision because it would
provi de service in the evening through the Downtown and the Haynar ket by
par ki ng garaged and the nmmjor entertai nnent centers such as the Lied and
Pershi ng Auditorium Now, | thought, and perhaps provide sone of the
solutions to the problem of parking in the Downtown and the Haynarket
area. | hope that these recommendations, particularly the Haymarket,
woul d hope that you might reinstitute this the 48th & 66 Street shuttle.
| hope that you will use the Haymarket shuttle and the entertainnent
shuttles as blueprints as plans for the future. This was a great Task
Force, we approached it with, we approached our decisions with, | think
sound fiscal attitudes. W asked for only what seemed to us not nuch a 5%
increase in the StarTran Public Transportation budget and we thought this
woul d hel p us to nake StarTran an even better system Thank you

M. Shoecraft: Thank you very nuch. Thank you for serving on the
Task Force.

Ms. Col enman: My pl easure.

M. Canp: Jerry, | had a question. Janet, if | may | have a
guestion for you since you're on the committee and all and | did
appreciate you letter, when you talk about the entertainnent are you
tal ki ng about the one that would be on P and Q Street or do you nean the
one that would be a rectangul ar shape around Downt own Li ncol n.

Ms. Col enan: We woul d have gone t hrough Downtown. | don't know for
sure that |I'm giving you accurate, they would have gone through the
Downt own area and down into the Haymarket going by Pershing and | don't
know t he parki ng garages because that's been a long tinme since |'ve used
par ki ng garages, but going by the nmjor parking garages, by Pershing
Auditorium by the novie theaters, by the Lied Center, and then by the
various restaurants and other entertainnent things in the Haynarket. |
think the intent was it would start at five when the Downtown shuttle
stops and go until mdnight and al so would run on Saturdays.

M. Canp: There was another idea, too, of |looping around in a
simlar fashion during the daytine. | think that was di scussed somewhat on
the, by the Task Force.

Ms. Col enan: We did discuss, the and the extension of the shuttle
into the Haymarket rather than just running the Downtown was certainly a
recomendat i on.

M. Canp: Why do you think the daytime | oop was not, did not receive
as much favor on the committee?

Ms. Colenman: It did receive favor on the commttee.

M. Camp: On the Task Force.

Ms. Col eman: Well not the one you're tal king, one of the ones did.

The extension. I think the other one, | think the one you're talking
about which was a nore extensive one was quite a bit nore expensive than
just extending the shuttle through the Haymarket. | think that was the

maj or reason it didn't receive much consideration was the fact that it was
much nore expensive and we were trying to be fiscally sound know ng that
we probably would be lucky if we got any increase in budget.

M. Fortenberry: M. Wrth could you conme up here please? | just
wanted to get you to quickly address the problemthat Ms. Newran nentioned
alittle while ago regarding tie downs on buses or a lack of a belt that
woul d reach around

M. Worth: | would be interested in knowi ng what driver that was.
He woul d receive a lot of training as to where the tie downs are. |f you
know t he drivers nane or even know t he date, the tinme, and what the route
is we'll take care of that.

Ms. Newran: Route 7. He told ne what (inaudible)to hold on and so
I was.

M. Worth: No that's not acceptable. Next tinme you get on that bus
he tells you to hang on you call ne right afterwards, OK?

Ms. Newmran: OK, thanks.

Karen Becker, 1800 Knox Street, Apt. 3: The thing of it is, likein
the winter tine and everything will we have our taxi coupons? [''m
di sabl ed, too, and | think we should have, where we should have it, you
know, where we should be able to get on everything and have a taxi ride up
there, because | have troubles for nmy balance. Thank you

John Jensen, 1220 D Street, Apt. 4: |'ve never been to one of these
neetings before, but ny nanme is John Jensen and |I'min support of their
27th Street shuttle. And also, | wanted to nention that the drivers do a

fantastic job. W need to give Larry Wrth a round of appl ause.
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M. Shoecraft: Do we still have to give Larry a round of appl ause
(laughter) (appl ause).
M. Fortenberry: Maybe we ought to wait wuntil the neetings
fini shed.
M. Shoecraft: Bottle it up and save it.
**TOOK BREAK 9:55 P. M ** ** RECONVENED 10: 01**

M SCELLANEQUS BUDGETS

Gary Lacey, Lancaster County Attorney: (i naudi bl e- tape not on)

called Pre-trial conversion. In that year it went private and it's
director went private and those enpl oyees becane a part of a non-profit
corporation. | think when the City and the County divested thensel ves of

pre-trial diversion you were basically spendi ng about $47,000 a year. The
next year after it went private you paid $36,000 a year. The Council and
t he County Board. In the interim period, pre-trail diversion that is
Di versi on Services Inc. has asked for no additi onal noney fromeither the
City Council or the County Board. This year because of the fluidity of

t he way di version funds itself which is basically through the STOP Program
which allows drivers who do minor traffic offenses to go to a class and
al so through the bad check program Both those prograns have decli ned.

Eric McMasters is the director of diversion services and he's asking the
Council and the County Board to anti up or appropriate $8,000 each. I

don't think this is a large ampbunt of npney and the County Board has
already or is in the process of approving the $8,000. The Staff of the
Cty, for one reason or another, and | certainly don't cast any blane to
anyone for this, but nmaybe just through a lack of understanding decided
that the Gty didn't, shouldn't fund the full $8,000 and gave a full a 5%
i ncrease which nmeans that the City is, | think needs to cone up wth
anot her $5,000. Pre-trial diversion does several inportant things for the
crimnal justice systemboth for the City Attorney's office and the County
Attorney's office. And, that is to divert the people who really don't

belong in the crimnal justice systemout of the systemthrough a system
of sanctions and atonenents, | call them w thout having to see a judge or

go through and be prosecuted and take up the tine of the County or the
City Attorney's offices and actually it just save, keeps sone peopl e out

of jail and it gives the people to have a clean record on nonviol ent

of f enses. Even fel onies. I think last year there were 745 City
nm sdeneanors diverted fromthe systemwhich is up from 1994 from 401 to
745 cases. And, that's basically with, there just working with basically
no increases from either of the two governnental agencies. Di version
Services has expanded to the City of Omha. It's actually been in effect

in Lincoln for nore than 20 years. 1t's expanded to the City of Oraha and
Di version has a programthere and it's even now gone to Tul sa, Gkl ahonm
where there starting a Diversion Programthere. So the organization is
healthy and it's very frugal in howit spends it's noney. And, |'mjust

asking, it's a good program it's not very expensive, it saves noney, it

operates the bad check program the STOP program and m sdeneanor and
felony prograns. | think | ast year LPD got $64, 000 i n new equi prent from
fees that were paid by people that were participating in the STOP program
that didn't cost you guys anything. Mostly they like |lights and sonme ki nd
of sticks that they use in traffic congestion, those sorts of things. So,

| think it's a minor thing, but I'd like to see the spirit of cooperation

between the County and the Gty sharing in the expense of Diversion
continued. |'d hate to see one entity of the two governnent get out of
sync with the other for no good purpose. And, so with that if you have
any questions |I'd be happy to answer them If not I'll sit down and | et
peopl e who have nore inmportant things to say to you say them

M. Shoecraft: You still have one nore mnute to beg for noney, so

(laughter).
M. Canp: Gary, | have one quick question if | nmay. On the

Di versi on Programon savi ng noneys, as you nay know we're having both the
Cty and the County is experiencing some fairly hefty anmounts to
i ncarcerate people or doing work off on their fines and so on, does the
Di versi on Program help us in that regard?

M. Lacey: Well, to be perfectly frank with you probably the people
that are diverted wouldn't be sent to jail anyway, but | suppose there are
some. W divert a few donestic violence cases that seem appropriate to
this program and the Judges have been getting, have been, the County
Judges have been putting nore people injail and fewer people on probation
with that. So, it my help you out there, but not, probably not
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significantly. |It's just a good way to give people one chance and then
hit themwith both feet if they screw up again, er nmess up again.

M. Cook: | have another question for M. Lacey. Yes, you said
that there was a rather sizeable amunt of nobney that went to the Police
Dept. for purchase of new equi pnent out of the STOP Program

M. Lacey: Yeah

M. Cook: But, would they need this additional funding to make up
for short falls that were due to variations in the program why would
noney be goi ng out when the programisn't fully being funded ot herw se why
not just keep a little portion of that that would nornmally be paid for the
Pol i ce Dept.?

M. Lacey: Oh, it's political, Jon. | don't think the Police, or
the Sheriff, or the State Patrol would necessarily |like not getting the
little perks that they can get through the STOP Program that they would
probably woul dn't cone to you for

M. Cook: So the percentage allocations of the noney taken in are
fixed, they aren't based upon paying first for the programand then ..

M. Lacey: No, what ever's left over then goes to the Law
Enf or cement | nprovenent Fund.

M. Cook: OK Have you talked to Steve Hubka about the specifics
of this?

M. Lacey: FEric, he's been in Tulsa and | don't think he really
gave an adequate recitation of what he's doing.

M. Fortenberry: | would agree with that. At that presentation it
seemed there was not a clear set of reasoning as to why that budget
i ncrease was what it was. There was quite a bit of discussion about an
Okl ahonma pr ogram

M. Lacey: That's Eric.

M. Fortenberry: Well, that's not our business..
M. Lacey: | know.
M. Fortenberry: It seenmed to ne to be reasonable to have this set

pul | ed back, but we can take a look at it.

Ms. Seng: W did have a letter fromCathy it was in the packet here
and she was asking us to take it back up to $38,0 and supposedly we have
$33,600 in our, from Steve Hubka.

M. Lacey: Right. That would be the 5%

Ms. Seng: Yeah, $4,400 is what you're asking?

M. Lacey: Yeah it's not a lot, but..

Jan CGauger, no address given: I'll be very brief. It's probably
overload to have two people on one small program but I'lIl do it anyway.
My nane is Jan Gauger, and | just want to re-enforce what Gary said. |'m

very famliar with this programand was on board when it was a County run
program whi ch cost a great deal nore. You really get an investnent back
from your nobney not necessarily to your budget, but to the comunity
because these fol ks have to pay restitution and as a snmall busi ness owner
when | turn ny checks over to the Diversion Services for themto collect
for me it makes ne very happy. People in other comunities don't have
this kind of resource available to them So, you know, it's not, | really
do think that the nobney that you put into this programis an investnment
and that the community really receives a great deal back fromit. Mich
nore than what you put in, so | would urge you to reinstate the request.
Thank you.

NG & SAFETY

Lenny Pratt, no address given: |I'mthe Vice President of the North
Bott ons Nei ghbor hood Assn. We're kind of speaking to this in favor of it.
We have several cases in the North Bottons where, where we have to dea
with a single, what would be a single fam |y dwelling being used as a six
person col l egiate, sorority, fraternity, whatever the purpose they have in
mnd. That | don't think it goes with Gty ordinance about so nmany peopl e
being related to one another, not being related to one another living in
that dwelling. W were wondering if this included that? W had sone
peopl e who t hought this wouldn't do us any good to conme down and tal k, but
here | amanyway. And, | think it's basically genetic 'cause |I'm English
and you know what they say about nmad dogs and Englishnen go out in the
m dday sun. So, we would like to speak to it as naybe even extending it
so that we are, we're believing that it's not actually University
sanctioned thing to put nore than this many col |l ege students into a renta
property. So, we just speak to the favor of it.

WliliamJ. Wod, 808 D Street: | think you have a letter from ne,
I"'m the president of the Real Estate Omers and Managers Association
W're basically here tonight to say that we don't think there's a
denonstrated problemthat's calling for the need to Iicense these dupl ex
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units. The City hasn't cone to us to discuss the problem You don't have
an ordinance yet that's allowi ng the inspection of duplex's so | think
you're getting the cart before the horse putting noney in the budget when

there isn't a program in existence yet. We understand there nmay be a
draft ordinance floating around soneplace, but it isn't an established
program at this point. | think a particular concern to us is the fact

that if there is a problemin this area it would be good to have a focus
group, some kind of discussions with the City to see if we can work out
these problens. W believe that there's probably nore of a problemin
owner occupied single famly houses then there are in tenant occupied
ones. Part of that, we realize is due to elderly owner-occupants and so
forth and we're certainly not saying that the City should be persecuting
t hose individuals, but we think that this is something that there should
be further discussions with our group and with the Lincoln Board of
Realtors. | think we have a sinilar position with themon this and since
there isn't a denonstrated need at this tine we'd ask that it be
i nvestigated further before anything's put in the budget w thout there
being an identified program
Mary Jo Bousek, 201 S 24th St.: If you're following all this

thi nk what we're tal king about is the line itemthat calls for adding two
new i nspectors to the Building and Safety Departnent. And, that's what |
object to and that's what | think Bill's tal king about. Again, getting
the cart before the horse there is no ordi nance that says that they, they
want these two in order to inspect all the duplex's and eventually all the
single fanmly rentals and there's no ordi nance that says we're, you're
going to do this yet, so it seens |like you' re junping the gun putting that
line in there for those two new inspectors. | personally don't |ike slum
properties. 1'm100%for the City trying to get rid of themand do, wll
do anything |I can to help figure out a way to do that, but to basically
tax all of the rental property owners with this permit idea in order to
elimnate a very snmall percentage of the poor property owners, poorly kept
properties it seemunfair. | think we need to ask, would |i ke to have you
all ask yourselves whether we the people are here to help serve the
government or whether you the governnent are here to serve us people.

And, | think we can find a way to elimnate sone of these problem
properties other than taxing all the good property owners. So, any
guesti ons?

Ji m Buckwal ters, 7124 Phoenix Dr.: | am president of the Lincoln

Board of Realtors. The Lincoln Board of Realtors is an association nearly
900 nenbers and the association is speaking on this issue because the
association is a proponent of private property rights, homeownership, and
af fordable housing as we've told you before. The association also,
supports the enhancenent of neighborhoods and is openly active in
conmunity oriented projects for instance the Paint-a-Thon which just took
pl ace this weekend. Qur volunteer workers painted a house up on Hudson
Street. The annual Property Enhancenment Program that takes place within
the Lincoln Board of Realtors where we judge and award dollars to those
peopl e who have inproved their properties. Safety Through Song which is
a programfor children in the community teaches them how to safely cross
the street. Habitat for Humanity where our volunteers both actively and

financially support the program And the list goes on and on. Thi s
Associ ati on does not oppose mni num safety standards and housi ng codes.
Qur Association does not support owners who wll |ease substandard

housi ng. Safety is an inportant issue to our Association and we believe
there are problem properties in the Cty of Lincoln, however, the
Associ ation does not believe that the current budget and ordinance
proposal will correct these problens. The budget only served to allow
City governnent to collect and spend nmore noney. It creates nore work,
nore paper work, three nmore City enployees, two nore City vehicles and we
don't believe it will cure the problem The Association wants to work
with the City, with the City Council and with the Mayor to resolve this
probl em The Association will support any ordinance which in the
Association's opinionwill effectively elimnate substandard housing be it
owner occupi ed or tenant occupi ed or tenant occupi ed and we do not believe
that the, to this budget will do that. W would like to be part of the
solution to this problemand we'd like to be a nenber of the Task Force
that would investigate this problem and cone to a solution other than
t hrough the budgeting process. Thank you

M ke Dennis, 1845 S. 48th Street: | ama lifelong nmenmber of the
Real Estate Omers and Mangers Association. Qur Association pronotes safe
cl ean affordabl e housing. It is ny purpose to ask a question tonight and
the question is, "will nore inspectors provide quicker resolve to the
problens at hand". And, | will have to say probably not. W have sone
real problens. W have identified the problem that is not a problemin
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the inspection industry. | can speak for the inspection industry, |'ve
spent a lifetine as a nenber of the American Society for Quality. W do
97%of all of the industrial inspections on |arge conplexes on everything
from dam sites to building defense systens. The point is that the
i nspection process has other things that happen, one is the hunman el enent.
As owners of businesses or owners of whatever, certainly you've i nterfaced

with inspectors, there's a certain degree of latitude and I'Il speak to
the one that's the greatest. It's the difference between an investor
property and honeownershi p. | have a honeowner that has spent 7 years
with his front porch torn up. Now, | don't call in on this person. The

fact is he noves rather slowy and | feel sorry for him so this isn't
going to becone a quality of life issue for me and I'mgoing to call down
to City Inspection and get after them certainly not. | appreciate his
effort. He's doing everything humanly possible. The other side of this is
the investor operated properties have other considerations and that
consideration is how quickly can | get a contractor to perform a task.
City code continues to send out those stupid letters, you nust conply
within 30 days. May | ask how nay people have contracted for a job and
found resolve within 30 days? It's awfully difficult. Wat we need, we
need sonet hing that works and sending out, having first of all a letter
that says we'll have this problemresolved within 30 days doesn't work.
Personal |y you can take me to court for the rest of your life and | doubt
that a judge woul d have much synpathy for the system It think that nost
of them understand it takes a little nore than 30 days. So, what the
i nspection departnent does they build in these latitudes, which is really
nice and | appreciate that, they understand that contractors don't arrive
on the job the day the letter arrives. Now, there are things that we can
acconpl i sh. The snmall task gets done quickly, but nmjor contracts
sonetimes wait and wait and wait dependi ng on how nmany ot her things are of
i nportance to that contractor. And, so you know, we, putting nore
i nspectors on the job will not bring quicker resolve, but we have had a
good i nspection programfor 30 years we have an extrenely safe industry.
Al the multiple units in the City of Lincoln have been inspected for at

| east 30 years. But the inportance is that nore inspectors will not do
the job that you're looking for. | thank you very mnuch.
Ted d aser, 4220 S. 51st Street: | would like to voice opposition

to the proposed licensing of duplexes. M first concern is that in the
past | had a di scussion with someone in the Buil di ng and Saf ety Depart nent
Housi ng I nspection Unit, asked themif they intended to i nspect the owner

occupi ed portion of a duplex. | along with many other Lincolnites live in
the duplex | own. He indicated at that tine that it was their intent to
i nspect my personal property. | want you to knowthat | will be awlling
participant in a class action lawsuit to stop anyone from inspecting ny
personal residence. Secondly, | have concerns that | have observed the

Housi ng I nspection Units and they seemto have an agenda beyond just the
life safety code, or ninimumhousi ng standards, but they seemto be out to
find any little technicality in order to shut down a unit. There nmay be
a unit that has no violations as far as life safety is concerned or
m ni mum standards or the Quality of Life ordinance requirenents and
they'|Il say well this lot is alittle too snmall even thought the dupl ex
has been in existence for over 30 years. |f they proceed with this on a
rapi d pace and these units are systenatically elinnated fromthe system
you're going to have a dranmatic decrease in the availability of affordable
housing in the City of Lincoln. In addition to that you're going to have
a devastating affect upon the lifetinme investnents of the nom and pop
owners of those particular units. Also, the argunents have been put forth
for this particular budget itempoints to the idea that the crinme will be
decreased, that their calls will go down. They give quite a nunber of
calls for houses and dupl exes they've been called out to and yet it does
not indicate on there what percentage of those were rental units and what

percentage were actually owner occupied. It doesn't address how |long a
tinme it took for these nunbers to be accunul ated. |t does not indicate as
to whether these are repeat offenders or if they're all brand new
of fenders. | have concerns about that. | would also Iike to point out

that there are other cities such as Des Miines, |owa that have i npl enent ed
licensing of their duplexes of single fanily rental houses and they're
slum type of property have not decreased, their crime rates has not gone
down, and | woul d chal |l enge anyone to tell ne what crinme has occurred here
in Lincoln that could have been avoided if we had just raised taxes or

licensing fees? Wuld Candy Harns still be here? Wuld Tina McManneman
still be here? Incidently, those tragedies took place at |icensed
facilities. So, | think to correlate the raising of licensing fees to

i mprove our situation here in Lincoln, that correlation cannot be nade.
| would also like to point out that the Quality of Life ordinance that was
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passed in 1996 and al so our m ni rum housi ng standards already are |aws
that are in affect to address the issues that we're facing or talKking
about tonight. And so, if we inplenent this new |ayer, expand our
government even nore to burden, ultimately will burden the tenants is who
it's going to burden. What's going to happenis, it's just going to be a

duplication of efforts that already exist. I had the privilege of
speaking with a couple of you personally, one of the Councilman that |
spoke with today said, "well Ted, | can appreci ate what you're sayi ng, but

quite frankly you're a little bit late coning up with this, you're a
little late coming in, and |'"'mnot trying to down you, but | just wanted
to give you a reality check that you're alittle bit |late to be addressing
this". Well, | would like to propose to you that Joe Public is not
sophi sticated enough to be able to get in and object to the streanline and
steamrolling type of things that seemto go on at the Adnministration

level and this is in fact a public hearing. |f we don't speak now and be
heard and actions be taken on what we say now then when? | would like to
say, | understand there's one mnute left, | would like to say that you

have heard all the citizenry plead and call for you tonight to give a
reality check to the Administration that when the public hears of this
that thisis atine the public will be heard and | hope that you will hear
our cry. Thank you very nuch.

Danny Wl ker, 427 E St.: | would be all for this increase of two
i nspectors if M. Merw ck would get up here and prom se that would | essen
nmy work | oad. I'"'m getting tired of doing Building and Safety's work.

That was for the record and by the way additionally for the record | think
it's tine that the City sat back and |ooked at the Quality of Life
or di nances. I showed you pictures earlier of various businesses,
i ndustrial conplexes within the Gty of linmts, wthin residentia
nei ghborhoods that are nore or less junk yards and litter properties
Wen the Quality of Life ordinances were first established there was
various little prom ses running around, that well the next thing that's
going to be targeted is business and industry. | think tonight by the
pictures | showed you and believe nme | could run around and take 5 to 600
pi ctures of businesses and industries. (This portion of M. Wlker's
testinony wasn't recorded. The followi ng are excerpts.) This turns the
eye away from businesses. There should be a linmtation on how | ong you
can have a hobbyist permt. There's 45 to 50 unlicensed abandoned
vehi cl es. Police were transferred to the schools so can't work on the
hobbyi st probl ens anynore.

M. Cook: The abuse of the hobbyist permits is under discussion

Rod Hor nby, 7901 Eastnont Rd.: | had the privilege of listening to
M ke Merwi ck on conpl aints | ogged and they said sonething |like 400 in four
or five years, but they coul d have been all owner occupied. It seens this

thing, and |' mnot saying that that would be true, but it seens they need
to log this and actually hone in on the problema little bit nore before

they bring on inspectors too and |icense everything. It seems like this
fee is like $30.00 or $60.00 a unit per year in the ordinance and that's
a lot of noney. | think in sonme accounts nmaybe by 2005 you are | ooki ng at
$700 to a mnmillion dollars a year conming in on this. Seens |ike

discrimnation if the homeowner that sits on his couch every night while
his kids are running around in an unsafe owner occupi ed house don't have
to have i nspectors | ooking down on him | think | agree wi th Danny WAl ker
and | think bigger fines or just bigger sticks with the rules that we
al ready have. | think we have a healthy public of |andowners that would
privately help to week out the problems. [|'d |Iike maybe the Council to
address me at sone point on the reserves that are in the building codes
now bef ore we pass any new ordi nances to spend nore of our noney. | think
there's a huge reserve. |'d like to say in 15 years |'ve never had an
i nspector step into one of ny licensed units that is already being
policed. | think that's funny that we would want to. And, then | wonder
how many units the inspectors there now currently on duty inspect. I
wonder if a private conpany could do this cheaper and these are all things
that need to be addressed before the budgets passed. A comment of praise
for our Fire Dept. over the years they've stopped by ny units many tines
and told us that we needed solid corridors and automatic closures and
wi deni ng stairways and fire doors at the bottomwhen the City |Inspectors
never showed up over all the years that |'ve been in business. Thank you
for your tinme.

Larry Holmes, 7400 Ringneck Dr.: |, too, own nulti-famly units.
They were only inspected once when | purchased them As far as the
i nspections go now it's a drive-by pay your fee and we're done with you
| vinyl sided a building recently. Instead of a letter of thanks for

i mproving the property | received a letter that says you don't have the
address on the front quick enough and you nust take care of that
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i mediately. And, instead |I'mtrying to inprove property | own and get
criticized versus getting recognition for inproving the nei ghborhood. The

fact of the matter is it's just afee. It's going to go up and it's going
to continue to go up and it's unfair. Duplexes and then single famlies
are going to be next. The fee, | don't see howit's going to inprove the
quality of life unless that nmoney's going to be put into a fund for

honeowners or | andlords to i nprove their property. Urban Devel opment has
prograns out there, they're lowinterest |oans to i nprove property. Those
need to be taken into account. This fee is really just going to increase
the Mayor's budget and that's the bottomline here. It's going to make
peopl e who are trying to make a success of their |ife by buying property.
It's going to take away noney from them and it just nmkes no sense

what soever in ny view And, | just heard about this as well and it
doesn't seemlike there's an ordinance already, but it's in the budget.
There are solutions to this. |If a tenant has a problemwith their unit

then call Building and Safety and they can get an inspector out there to
take care of that problem The problemis about 95% of |and, |andlords
take care of the problenms, 5% don't and you know the 5% that don't. On
North 27th the City purchased several properties because they were
depleted. | actually received one of those tenants and | said where is
your current landlord | need to verify. Well, he was sitting in jail
because he woul dn't repair any of his properties. They were still living
inthat unit. There was no solution to that other than we'll put themin
jail. H's property was still, you know, unnaintained and unliveable.
There was no solution for themother than to nove and the only reason t hey
noved was because the City bought the property. | just think that we need
to consider this before it goes on any further. Thank you

Gene Ward, 7541 O d Post Rd.: | serve as Vice President of the
Li ncoln Board of Realtors and |I just, there are a couple of areas that
haven't been nentioned this evening that | want to talk about just
briefly. One of the things that Ted G aser nentioned when he was up here
was that he was behind or he was late on this issue and |adies and
gentlemen | can tell you that we had no inclination that there was goi ng

to be any inspections or proposed for single famly dwellings until late
last week so | think it's certainly not behind tines for us to be able to
come and share our concerns about that. And, | suspect that nost of

Li ncol n, nost of the owners of single fam |y properties that are rented as
wel | as dupl exes have no idea what the City is proposing to do to them
here. There are many poorly maintained homes within this Cty, but nany
of those are owner occupi ed and this ordi nance proposal w |l do absolutely
nothing to enhance the City's ability to elininate those problens. As a
practicing real estate person one of the problens that we have oftentinmes
is if people are relocated for one reason or another, job transfers, and
that sort of thing, and there so they'll put their hone on the narket and
if for sone reason it does not sell then these people are in a position of
needing to rent that property or perhaps they're only going to |eave
Li ncol n and cone back in a year |ater and they want to rent their property
and it's not fair to expose themto a lot nore red tape and unnecessary
i nspections and expense to acconplish what they need to do in those cases.
So, | strongly oppose this, the expansion of governnent and the additi onal
expense and thank you for letting ne appear this evening.

Lori Yokum 1827 S. 12th Street: I'"m here to support the duplex
i censing. | think this is a nove to level the playing field for all
rental properties. Currently multi-unit rental properties are |icensed,
why shoul dn't duplex units be licensed. | think that the |andl ords have

a responsibility to their tenants and to the nei ghborhood and to have,

lost nmy place, to responsibility to the neighborhood to have decent
properties. Rental properties are done as a business and so they do have
this responsibility. You have seen tonight an organi zed opposition to
this. One of the oppositions is the fee. The anpunt that | have heard is
about $60.00 a year. This is probably $2.50 per nonth per tenant or $5.00
per month per tenant. | amsure this is not, if this would apply to each
unit or for both I fully expect the cost to be absorbed by the tenants.
I do not think that this will change the availability of affordable
housi ng, $2.50 or $5.00 will not make any difference on whether or not
there's a housing unit out there that people can afford. There are
procedures and details that do need to be worked out with the noney in the
budget. There's a reason to work out those details w thout the noney in
t he budget they're a waste of tinme. | think that further investigation of
this process is needed. | would recomrend a Task Force naybe with tenant,
| andl or ds, nei ghbor hood peopl e and Building & Safety. | guess we've heard
a cry that this, nobody knew about this. Well, | knew about it when

heard the Mayor give his announcenent of what the budget was proposed to
be. |If people just woke up today |I'msorry, but the governnent does nove
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and we all have a responsibility to keep track of what our City government
is doing, too. Thank you.

d en Cekal, 1420 C Street: | hope | don't put nmy foot in ny nouth,
but | never heard in terns of being those people that spoke against this
I've never heard such a conbination of clap trap, half truths, sarcasns,
i naccuraci es, selfishness. | used to be a Lincoln Board of Realtor
menber . I wouldn't be proud to say that today after what |'ve heard
The, for exanple the $250 to $400 price range level, let's say $250 to
$350 price range apartnment | evel, you're not really tal ki ng about sonmebody
that has a lot of freedomin terms of a tenant. You al nost have I|ike
what's a captive narket. |It's kind of Iike if you're a coal mner in the
ol d days and you buy everything fromthe conpany store. |f you want to
abuse people to make an extra couple bucks. If you don't give a hoot,
nice word instead of the one | was thinking of, about how you affect the
quality of life. | don't know for sure where the people Iive that cane up
here, but 1'll bet you there's not one of themthat lives in what | would
call a problem single famly duplex, triplex on up, rental type
nei ghbor hood property nei ghborhood. | don't know if | nade that clear
I'"lIl bet you there's not one. | know Gene Ward doesn't and there's ot her
peopl e that spoke here. And, if M. Wod who spoke what close to first?
is so concerned he lives at the northeast corner of 8th and D in a
hi storical designated property that's beautiful, the architectural aspect
of it. It's absolutely exquisite. And, | say that from having been
originally the youngest real estate man in Lincoln when | started in the
business in 1952, retired in '77 because of health reasons. Next door
east of himon his property is the biggest piece of crap |I've ever seen.
That entire nei ghborhood. The people that didn't Iike it when the City
noved in on themregardi ng Cooper Park. Those people have to | ook at this
crap that M. Wod has. M. Wod has a very nice financial situation,
which I'mglad for him | have ny blind spots, so do other people, so |I'm
not really judging him because | don't think he realizes, | honestly
don't. That's the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth.
know sonet hing of his background. You know a country that doesn't take
nice care of their animals |ike cats and dogs, people that abuse peopl e by
saying here's what we've got. |If you want to rent it fine, if you don't
go sonepl ace el se. This is the, we have four out of five landlords in the
City of Lincoln are lousy landlords, but children who aren't supervised
and i nstructed properly sonme of themhave problens. CQur |landlords are in
that situation. They have been unsupervised and until a short tine ago we
had soneone, not now, but soneone before in charge of Building and Safety
that ran a very unethical, I'Il call it crooked, shop. At the sane token
"1l give you the flip flop and | don't think there's anybody that's in
this roomthat's perfect. |'mjust going to wap it up. M. Mrwick,
conplain to himrather often and he's spent two hours with nme this week
| ooki ng at properties that needed attention. He wal ked. M. Merwick, I'm
sure is not perfect, well neither am| and I don't think any of you are,
but that to nme speaks loudly. | asked himfor help, |I think he's going to
hel p ne. Thank you. But don't let this crap bamboozle you. Thank you

M. Canp: M. Cekal, den, | have a question, two questions for
you. Fromwhat statistics or what source do you base your comments t hat
4/ 5th of I andl ords are crooked?

M. Cekal: Say that again.

M. Canp: You made the comment that 4/5th of |andl ords are crooked.

M. Cekal: I don't think | said that. | said that 4/5th of
| andl ords do a lousy job. And, | still maintain that.

M. Canp: On what do you base that?

M. Cekal: CObservation. | can show you on a personal tour. [|I'm
serious take ne up onit. |'ll show you. M. Canp, you nmight live in a

different world. You don't live out here where some of these properties
are that we're tal king about. There's exceptions. Look since |'ve been
in the apartnent rental business since 1952 |'ve never been cited by the
Building & Safety Dept. to do sonething, because | had already done it
what you basically needed to do. And, I'msure it wasn't perfect, but
evidently it was quite good. Now, other people mght not think |ike |I do,
but that's OK, excuse ne.

M. Canp: | was just going to say if you would get ne a list of
t hose properties that you're concerned about 1'Il be glad to pursue that.

M. Cekal: M. Merwick mght help me with that |ist.

M. Canp: I know we've got other people's testinony, | think we

need to give themtine.

M. Cekal: But, |look, look | can prove to you and you nane the tine
and |'ll be there unless |'min, you know, I'Il, I"Il, I'"mserious, if you
want proof, Sir, I'll prove it to you. Absolutely w thout question.
appreciate it. You had two questions?
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M. Canp: You answered the other one.

M. Cekal: | want a City that has quality of life for everybody and
I'"mnot a bleeding heart liberal. |I think you have to work to nmake a buck

Patty Newran, 935 Robert Road: This has been going on for quite a
while. | don't knowif you guys got a letter signed by Curt Donal dson and
Ki m Col eck. It was witten Sept. 24, 1998 regarding the problem
resol ution team and they talk about 76 cases from June of 1996 through
Septenber of 1998 and the breakdown of the different hones that they
visited, commercial group homes there were 5, nmultifamily were 10, and
single fam |y duplex were 61. And, | think Wnn is going to update you
with some of these, but this has been an issue as long as | can renenber
wi t h nei ghbor hood people. Please get inspectors to single famly hones
and duplexes. And, | can tell you, yes a crine was conmtted, | don't
know how many years ago, but there was a property where a baby was killed
because the ceiling crashed down because of bad plunbing in the house.
That shoul dn't happen. It shouldn't happen in Lincoln. In a perfect
worl d, yes, everybody woul d take care of their houses, but if some are not
doing it you've got to level that playing field.

M. Shoecraft: So, Curt was responsible for this. | thought there
was a history of this. Thank you.

Tom Wanser, 5929 Franklin Street: | think clearly everyone wants a
beautiful Lincoln. They want a safe and healthy Lincoln. There are ways
to go about it. W have sone conplaints that have been filed and
i nspected and taken a ook at. The nunbers could be maybe 10% | nean

you can pull nunbers out. We've seen nunbers, but they've not been overly
wel I thought out as far as whether they're repeat nunbers, what they're
for, single famly or duplex. Single famly and a duplex. It seens to
me, that what at least | would |ike to see the Council and Mayor do woul d
be to table this itemthis year, create a Task Force with appropriate
people, take a look at it in the sane light. The rules that we have today
can work with sone nodification. |If we know who the people are that are
creating a problemthen | ets approach those people with sone vigor and not
t ake the shotgun approach per se. So, what |1'd like to see done woul d be
a Task Force with the appropriate people whoever they may be. Those that
have an interest. And, sit down and figure out the best way to handl e the
problem Thank you.

Bob Val entine, 2660 Park Avenue: |1've had the privilege over the
past few years to get to know a | ot of people who invest in property and
fortunately 1've got to know quite a few of them They're really neat
peopl e. I've chosen not to invest in property because, you know, ny
mut ual funds don't call me in the mddle of the night with a leaky toilet.
But these people are taking care of their properties and they're providing
a service for people that should receive our adnmiration and prai se. Now,
fortunately we live in pretty good tines right now and there's a | ot of
housi ng avail abl e and there's a | ot of good | ow i ncone housi ng avail abl e.
| heard a lot of people tonight testify before this Cty Council that
$5.00 is a lot of nmoney. | heard a coupl e of people conplain about having
to take a $15.00 taxi cab ride to go see a doctor. I'"'m telling you
sonet hi ng, these good times night not |ast forever and then where are we
going to go for good |andlords who provide |ow income housing in this
City. Income housing by the way which is al ready i nspected by the Housi ng
Authority and made eligible by their inspections which renders any
addi tional inspections somewhat unnecessary. So, God bless these
| andl ords and lets stop pressing them and pushing them and |ets praise
them and allow them to do the service that they do so well for the
citizens of Lincoln right now So, |I'd urge you to table this until we
get nore hard enpirical evidence on the nunber of real conplaints that are
being lodged, so that we don't have the nagging doubt that the real
purpose behind this is revenue enhancenent for the Mayor's little pet
projects. Thank you very nuch.

M ke Merwi ck, Director of Building & Safety: |'mnot going to give
a big long speech because | think you've heard plenty from everyone. |
had quite a few things to say, but nost people have covered it in one
fashion or another. A lot of people that you've heard speak tonight are
telling you the truth. They're good |andlords, they take care of their
property and that's not the reason for the ordinance. And, part of the
problem is it's hard to take, it's hard to differentiate when you're
enforci ng m ni mum housi ng code, what do you do with the good people and
what do you do with the bad ones. And, so the solution is to have a
m ni mum housi ng code that goes the next step and inspects duplex and
single family rental in the comunity. A couple of things that have been
asked, one is if it's an owner occupi ed duplex would the owner side be
i nspected. The answer is no. |If the owner is living in a duplex his side
woul d not be inspected. W would catch the other side in the year 2004
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when single famly inspections started. So, | said I'"'m not going to
bel abor a | ot of points here and go over sone of the things that have been
said, but I would tell you that | have discussed this with the Mayor and
he has said that he is willing to sit down and to talk with groups of
people that have an interest in this. The reason that this is on your
schedule right nowis it has to be included as part of the budget. It
cannot be inplenented until an ordi nance is passed and so the Mayor said
he would be willing to have a group of people sit down and discuss the
proposed ordi nance, see if there are new i deas out there and new things
that could be |ooked at that mght alleviate some of the concerns that
have been expressed here by the Board of Realtors and other people here
today. But, | guess | would tell you that it's your choice to go either
way, but if we look to do anything this year in the form of having a
programthe first step is to include this in next years budget. However,
there is no inplenentation, there is no noney appropriated where nothing
happens until that ordi nance passes that sets out the new standards for
i nspections of duplexes and single famly rentals.

C ndy Johnson, Council Menber: M ke, talk to us a little bit
because | know there's been sone confusi on about where the noney's coning
from is it going to be com ng fromanywhere in the General Fund?

M. Merwick: No, this is a fee driven programand that's the reason
for the cost of the programthe $60.00 fee will generate the nonies to run
this program

Ms. Johnson: So, what starts it up is the Enterprise Fund that's
wi thin your departnent?

M. Merw ck: It starts up is will be kind of going on with the
revenues that we have now. We'Ill| issue these and as people er as paynents
go out and cone in that'll generate the noney. I will not be adding
we'll not be hiring all these inspectors initially so we'll be part way
into the year before anyone is hired. W'Ill have to identify the dupl ex,
set up a programto naintain the inspections and once that's done we'll
hire another inspector later on in the year. So, it's not going to

probably cone close to the funds that we're tal king about setting aside
initially, but it's going to cone in alittle small phase. Like |I said
not hi ng can happen until we pass an ordi nance. The ordinance is the thing
that triggers things and we can sure sit down and talk to the peopl e that
have expressed concerns and see. Perhaps they have ot her suggestions that
we' ve not addressed or other thoughts and | guess that's perfectly fine,
I think, with the Mayor to do this and get sone nore input.

Ms. Seng: MKke, | heard some things that | don't think were quite
right that people were saying and one of those was that nenbers of the
Fire Dept. had been into inspect, but no one had ever been in there from
Buil ding & Safety. Well, in fact the inspectors that were in there in the
formof Fire are actually part of your staff correct?

M. Merwick: W do have Fire Inspectors that do go in buildings.
John Boies is here. John? John could probably address this better. He's
been involved in the project for a longer period of time, but his
i nspectors do inspect the apartnents, not always is a person there.

John Boies, Chief Housing Inspector: | guess in response to your
guestion, the Housing |Inspectors do get inside of every building in the
Cty of Lincoln annually. So, we do get into the buildings. Fire

I nspectors do get into the structures at the point of sale and that's
primarily when they're getting in there.

Ms. Seng: At the time they're for sale?

M. Boies: When they're sold, vyes. Cccasionally we'll have a
guestion for a Fire Inspector and sonetimes they'll come out and give
their expertise, too. So, Fire Fighters also may go through these as a
wal k through and famliarization and pick up a code violations also.

Ms. Seng: OK, so then it would be Fire Departnent?

M. Boies: Yes.

Ms. Seng: And, | wanted to speak a little bit to the fact that this
has been bubbling around in City governnent for quite sometine. This is
not anything that's brand new and | recall when Curt was on the Problem
Resolution Team and that's what Jerry is serving on, the Problem
Resol ution Team now. That's where this cane fromright? because of the
nunmber of conplaints within the Resolution Teamright?

M. Merwick: | think that was part of the start of it, but I think
the other part of it was the nei ghborhood associations feeling that they
had, there's a lot of single famly and duplexes that weren't getting
i nspected that was causing problens in their nei ghborhood and felt that if
we inspected the three and up we should be inspecting the duplex and
single famly also

M. Canp: For both of you, as you know | used to be on the Housing
Appeal s Board and so observed a lot of the three and up units and we had
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di scussed potential review of the duplexes and single famly. MKke, in
regard to your conment about doing a Task Force and being willing to wait
it sounds |ike there's a constructor tenor here in the community and the
adm nistration to do sonething like that. Wuld it not perhaps be best
for us as far as budgetary process to wait and nmaybe see how t he next six
nont hs evol ves and get people to get input to decide, you know, is it nore
i nspection or perhaps stiffer penalties or what have you, so naybe the
penalties would then fund it. How nmany are the real problemlandlords or
what ever so that we're not penalizing those who are good or taxing or ...

M. Merwi ck: You wouldn't, by including it in the budget you don't
i mpl enent the program you just state that it's a program that can be
i npl enented if the ordinance is passed by the City Council. So, if you
didn't want to pass the ordinance it would just be a floater out there
with no funding and no ability to start the program

M. Canp: So it's chicken and egg type deal ?

M. Merwick: |If it's not in the program, you know, you need to add
it into the total budget program Your total program when you adopt the
budget .

M. Canp: Thank you

Ms. McRoy: M ke, could you address sone stats we were tal ki ng about
fromthe nost recent years regardi ng the nunber of conplaints you get in
about substandard housing, and just the conplaints (inaudible) in general
how many of those are dupl exes that are rental properties. | think we're
tal ki ng about the rental units as opposed to where the landlord Iives on
the other side because | think you're not going to tear up a place, or
it's not, on the other side, the other side where he |ooks out in bad
shape, so we're not tal ki ng about the ones where obviously the | andlord's
living a 100 feet away. W' re tal king about the ones where the landlord
is 3 states away and not watching over the property because in the year
and a half that 1've been on the Council and before that working with
Urban Devel opnent the nost problem properties |'ve seen have been in the
| ower incone areas of the City of Lincoln and they are dupl exes and single
fam |y houses. The tragic story that Ms. Newnan was tal ki ng about where

the baby died, that shouldn't have happened. | renmenber that when the
roof did cave in. | don't know which landlord they were tal king about
that let that happen and so | guess I'ma little appalled that | think
there's sone great landlords out there. |'ve rented property from sone
very absolute, magnificent landlords out there and 1've also seen
properties that | didn't rent because they were crap. And so, | think we

need to do sonething with these, but | think statistics we talk to people
about what you have recently on your books and where they're conming from
the conplaints that will help the general public understand what the
reason behind it is. It's not to, | think the fee driven programwill only
support itself intwo or three years and | think we'll be supporting this.
That's a budget itemI'mwlling to squeeze into and | ook to support
itself down the road, because | don't think we're going to get any extra

noney for any other projects. | nean (inaudible) we could use that noney
to fund nore Police Oficers. | only think that we're going to be able
to, | don't want to think |l andlords and pass on the cost. W should just

do enough to cover the cost of the programand not a dine nore.

M. Merwick: Sure.

Ms. McRoy: So | guess those two concerns, areas concern ne that we
don't raise it so, you know, we're squeezing out people who are decent.
And, then the other thing is, let's talk about statistics what's the
reason behind this?

M. Merwick: OK Ron has that infornmation there.

Ron Peery, Manager of Building & Safety: | think what we had tal ked
about was in the, over the |last year since '96 when the quality of life
canme in we started receiving a lot nore conplaints and we average about
450 i nspections on dupl exes a year initially and about double that or 800
for reinspections on that. And, then the single fam |y would average on
a year about 1900 inspections because of the conplaints and totally
bet ween the two the single famly and the dupl ex woul d be around 5, 200 or
so inspections based on those conplaints. Now, the thing that we have
never done because it's never been an issue with us because we're just
| ooking for the mninmum housing code standards or the quality of life
t hi ngs we've never, we've never nmade any distinction whether it's renta
or whether it's home owner occupied. So, | can't sit here and tell you
that of all of those conplaints that the mgjority of them were rental
properties and | can't tell you they were owner occupied either way. |
just know that from what, you know, the inspectors say or what you hear
out in the neighborhoods is that the rental properties are the ones that
are causing the problens. | guess ny personal feeling is that if you are
renting sonething to soneone then they should be afforded the ninimm
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housi ng standard if they live in this type of property.

M. Fortenberry: | have a question for M ke Merwick. M ke, 1'm
just going to give you sone thoughts that are a little bit w de open here,
but I think sone of this has caught nme a bit off guard really first
| earni ng about the concerns of the industry in this regard. Kind of in
the 11th hour here and | think generally | operate on the assunption that
we had done the background work in terns of neeting with those affected as
we traditionally do across the board in various departnents that regul ate
constituencies. And, | see here and | appreciate your suggestion that
perhaps a Task Force to look at if this would be inplenmented by ordi nance
to | ook at sone creative neans would be appropriate. | nost definitely
think that's appropriate, but | think that's where we've gotten cross-ways
to this point. | think help and comuni cati ons about what was coni ng
bei ng open to suggestions fromthose who ..

M. Merw ck: This has been, this was discussed before hand, but |
don't think, there was al ways a di fference of opinion on whether is should
be or not so it wasn't like we didn't discuss it, but we didn't invite
5,000 people to discuss, but it was discussed with several different
groups (inaudible).

M. Fortenberry: Wll, let's put all that beside, behind us ...
M. Merw ck: Yeah, that's no problem
M. Fortenberry: and | think you suggestion and the Mayor's

suggestion that we put together a Task Force is very good. Just sone
general ideas that | thought of again if the statistical breakdown points
to problens with a particular set of landlords or a particular area that
falls within Urban Redevel opment (inaudible) as we've redefined them by
the Urban Devel opnent Dept., are those opportunities to nore target and
refine an inspection program that night be nore appropriate. Now, the
flip side of that isthat it's typically nmore | owinconme housi ng and m ght
i mpact that cost of that housing, | don't know, but that's one idea.

M. Merwi ck: Sure.

M. Fortenberry: The other has been as |'d nmentioned was suggest ed
that a broad brush stroke nmight not be the nore appropriate way to address
the issue, but rather a nore pinpoint attack really trying to figure out
if these are certain, there's a trend here in certain areas or again by
certain landlords that that mght be hel pful to point out. And, then if
there are any creative nechanisns from the industry that mght | ook at
ways we can partner in this regard rather than cone along with the big
stick. | think that would be nore than appropriate.

M. Merwi ck: Yeah, that sounds fine. As | said we don't have any
problens sitting down and neeting and seeing where we can go and if
t hey' ve got sone good ideas we'll sure |look at inplenmenting them

M. Fortenberry: The other issue Council Menber McRoy raised. It
would seemto nme peculiar that if you had a duplex and you live in one
side that you're not, the other rental next to you wouldn't be up to
standards or you've allowed to deteriorate, obviously, because it's
i mpacting your own, but is that true?

M. Merwick: Some, | would say if it's owner occupi ed you have | ess
of a change for the unit next door to get into disrepair. |'mnot saying
it does not happen because it has happened, but probably if you're the
owner and living in the duplex you're going to be there to watch things
and take care of things. It's a lot nmore unlikely that if it's owner
occupi ed that there is a problem

M. Fortenberry: They're just sone, again, open thoughts that | had
on the process, but, you know, put it behind us and nove forward wth

particularly the Task Force idea, | think that woul d be great.

M. Cook: Yeah, | have many concerns about the details of any
program and | know we're still in the process of working out those
details. O course discussions are (inaudible) and others would be

val uable. There's alot of information | would Iike to see owner occupi ed
versus investor occupi ed properties and the conplaint rates for each. |
guess |I'm also, there was another statistic that | was interested in
crime? No, no, but anyway | guess that there are a nunber of things I
like to see that, now you're saying you don't normally break it down by
owner occupi ed versus investor occupied, but

M. Merwick: We'Ill see what we can do. | understand your ...

M. Cook: Is that something that if you have addresses of where
conplaints were received it's perhaps sonething that can be foll owed up
on, you can | ook up to see what the ownership arrangenent was at that tine
and naybe, you know, you may not have them now, but you could generate
t hose nunmbers for us.

M. Merwick: We'Ill see what we can do.

M. Cook: Certainly location of town | think that's a good thing to
|l ook at. | guess al so whether the problem this is the other thing, what
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kind of conplaints these are. |If they are a conplaint about the exterior
of the property versus the interior problens because that nakes a huge
di fference i n what kind of inspections programwe have and whether it will
actually deal with problems we're seeing. It would involve interior
i nspecti ons when?

M. Merw ck: Wen we go out to the duplex or at the single fanmly
It could involve an interior inspection as well as the exterior

M. Cook: But your apartnent inspections don't currently involve an
i nspection of each individual unit, but only hallway and the exterior

M. Merwick: Hallways, utility closets, heating plans, things |ike

t hat .

M. Cook: So this would be a change. This would be a nore detail ed
i nspection then what you currently have for apartnents. Well, then |
woul d have sone concern, | think, about the privacy aspect and what kind

of notice there would be to tenants and whether tenants would be
confortabl e certainly.

M. Merwick: It would all be done by appointnment. You would have
to call up and neke arrangenents. W woul dn't just knock on the door

M. Cook: Well, but if you, if that nunmber cane up in the conputer
and you decide to go out to a single fam |y or duplex property presunably
you'd call the landlord and then you'd nmake an appointnent with the
tenant, what if the tenant said | don't want anybody to conme in. | don't
want anybody to for whatever reason | don't feel confortable with a City
I nspector in ny dwelling unit, what would, that's sonething | guess that
woul d have to be dealt with, would you decide then? Does the person in
the dwelling unit have the ability to veto that i nspection or what if they
were out of town and, for a few weeks?

M. Merwick: W would only do it by appointment. | think it would
be the landlords obligation to get the tenants consent. That would be
part, | would assune, of the landlord tenant rental. I think if the
tenant knows we're going to be inspecting each year that would be part,
that would be sone know edge he would know. It's a little different

That's why we were tal king about duplexes. Wen the owner occupies one
side that's simlar to him occupying his own honme. The otherside is a
rental unit and that throws it into another category and is sonething to
be inspected. O all the things, a lot of these issues that you're
raising here are things we'll try to look at and try to get sone
information on. But, | think we'll get a lot of input from sone of the
peopl e that have tal ked here tonight as to, you know, how t hey feel about
things and we'll try to get as nmuch information as we can. It's not so
much a question as it is of nunbers, as it is of equity and inspecting
dupl exes and single famly rentals just like we do the rest of them And,

we'll generate what information we can and see where we can go and then
we'll sit down and talk and go fromthere.

M. Cook: OK, thank you

M. Shoecraft: MKke, |'ve got a question. | was listening to the
worl d fanpus Val entine and Bayl or Show this norning. | should have been
working, but | couldn't pass those two up. And, a question arised in

regards to duplexes, there's certain nunber of duplexes that tenants
recei ved assi stance from Li ncoln Housing Authority and | nanage about 30
properties nyself so | have some know edge and backgrounds in regards to
some of those duplexes where tenants receive assistance from Lincoln
Housi ng Authority. They have to be inspected in order for we as
| andl ords, etc. to receive our noney basically.

M. Merwick: Right.

M. Shoecraft: So, is an inspection already occurring already on
the interior and exterior of those properties?

M. Merwick: Yes. But | talked to Larry ..

M. Shoecraft: And, then what percentage would fall in this
category that ...?
M. Merw ck: About 263 or 64 of those. | talked to Larry Potratz

who' s the head of the Housing Authority. They inspect to the HUD standard
which is less than the m ni num housi ng standards so Larry said he would
encour age the m ni num housi ng standard to be sonet hing that we woul d | ook
at to inspect all those units, too.

M. Shoecraft: I nean |I'm telling you they have me fixing
everything, you know, from requesting sone outside gutters to carpet
repair to shelf broken.

Ms. Seng: Crack in the wi ndow.

M. Merwick: Well, when we have our Task Force (inaudible) invite
to be on the Task Force to get input fromthemas to what transpires with
the units that they have. They have about, as near as in our

conversation, about 265, 63 sonething |ike that duplexes, but they could
be included in the Task Force.
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Ms. Seng: Well, | think you just said what | wanted. | was going
to say if a Task Force is put together | want to make sure you've got sone
owners and | assune that you're going to do that.

M. Merw ck: You bet.

Wnn Hjernstad, Urban Devel opnent Dept.: I'm here tonight as a
representative of the Problem Resolution Team or the PRT. It's been
mentioned a few times and |'m pretty sure you're all famliar with PRT,
but for those that nmight be watching or in the audi ence, the PRT, Problem
Resolution Team was created in 1996 to address long term problem
properties that need a nulti-jurisdictional approach in order to address
the problens. Representatives are prinarily City people, er City
Departments, but others are included as well and represented on the PRT
are Police, Health Dept., Building and Safety, Cty Attorney's Ofice

Urban Devel opnent, Information Services provides sone technical
assi stance, Lincoln Housing Authority, Health and Human Servi ces, Mayor
and City Council. And, Patty Newnan mentioned tonight a letter that was

sent to the City Council by the PRT which | have copi es of here because it
was two years ago, so if you don't recall that letter it was signed by
Curt Donal dson and Captain Ki mCol ack, these co-chairs of the PRT at that
time. Wen the PRT was first started we started not only to address | ong-
term probl em properties or problens that need a nmulti-jurisdictional
approach, but also to look at policies and issues that nay perpetuate
problens and so this letter did go to you and the Mayor to the City
Council and the Mayor reconmending that single fanmly and dupl exes be
licensed as our nowthree unit and above apartnent units. And, the reason
why was we started |ooking at our cases and a real comon thene anpbngst
all these cases at all, a great mpjority of them and |I wll get to
nunbers is that they were rental units and that they were single famly
and dupl exes. And, fol ks have been aski ng for nunbers tonight well | have
some now. | wanted to follow Building and Safety because these are just
PRT cases so these are only those cases that have been a problem for a
longtinme or that have nore issues than just housing. In sone cases they
aren't even housing probl ens, but interestingly, well |I'mgetting ahead of
nyself. We have had a 100, |ooked at a 101 cases since we started four
years ago. O those 11 have been comercial or group hone type
properties. 14 have been multi-fanmly and 76 have been either single
famly or duplex. O that single fanm |y and dupl ex nunber 75% have been
rental s. So, that's 75% of the 65, did | do that right? [It's just
getting too darn |ate here. 75% of the cases are single fanily and
dupl exes. O those 75 65%are rentals. So, basically over, just slightly
over half of those cases have been single fanmly rentals and dupl exes.
What we have found in the cases where their nulti-famly cases and that's
three or nore units of three or nore that have been inspected | don't
think that we've had one case that | can check where there was a housing
code violation. They were other types of issues, or problems with the
tenants are usually a big one. It's interesting that everyone had, not
everyone, a lot of people tonight had said well let's |look at other
options. PRT has | ooked at a | ot of options that have been either found
or too difficult to (inaudible). Sonme of those include nore abatenent.
Soneone nentioned here tonight a | andl ord not being able to fix sonething
up because he was in jail, because he chose to go to jail. Ri ght now
Judges don't have to, the way | understand this, Judges don't have to
force soneone to clean up a property. They fine them they can force them
to clean themup, but the way the law s witten they don't have to say you
have to clean up that property and that's sonething that the PRT is
looking at. It may require sone changes in State legislation in order to
do that. W've looked at increased fines. Could we do, you know sone
peopl e have said could we | ook at just the problens, you know, are there
certain landlords that are a problem and could we just fine them nore?
Wel I, we've | ooked at that and could we do an i ncreasing fine for each one
and there's been problens with that. | didn't think all this was going to
come up tonight so | didn't bring it all along, but I can get this for
you. We've | ooked at licensing |landlords and |' msure everyone would hate
that after what we've heard tonight, but some states do that. They
license |andlords, where you don't license the property you license the
landlord and if the landlord has consistent violations you pull the
license fromthe I andlord so that they can no | onger rent their property.
So, | nean, we've looked at a lot of different things and eventually
settled on this as being one of the nost effective. The PRT is concerned
because we see this trend increasing. The nunber of conplaints on single
famly and rental properties has gone up every year. W're especially
concer ned because of where it's happening. It's in the older parts of the
City. It's in our older neighborhoods. W don't see these kinds of
conplaints out on the edge, you know, the new stuff it isn't happening.
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It's the ol der ones. It's our experience that physical deterioration
tends to bring with it increasing crine and decay and that's a nationa
trend. | have a nap here that was prepared a couple of years ago and

wanted to get it updated for you tonight and | didn't nake it, but this is
a map that shows PRT cases from 1996 through 1998.

M. Fortenberry: Wnn, I'mgoing to ask you a question why you're
putting that up. I'ma little bit confused by what you're suggesting.
Are nost of the Probl emResol ution Team even though it's in single famly
rentals or duplex rentals over hal f, due to some problemw th the property
is the problemwith the property due to sone behavioral pattern or the
tenant or is it a conbination, one |eads to the other and one feeds the
ot her ?

Ms. Hernstad: |f | understood your questionright it's usually all
of the above. The cases were single famly rentals or duplexes in every
case there has been housing code violations. |In the cases where, and
think this is what you were asking, where it was nultiple units that are
al ready i nspected then they tend, the problens tend to be with the tenants
rather than the property. I'"'m not explaining this very well. Si ngl e
fam |y and duplexes, it could be a crack house, there could be health
violations, it could be every horrible thing you can think of. Run down
house, illegal activity, health code violations, maybe children there that
are bei ng abused, you know they run the whol e ganut, but the comon thene
is that they're rentals.

M. Fortenberry: Yeah, | guess the glue of the questionis to try
and get to the, to the real issue and certainly you don't want to treat a
(i naudi bl e) and not, you know, a nmanicured |lawn and a fixed up roof that
a crack house doesn't do us nmuch good and so |'mtrying to separate out
the two i ssues or maybe there so intertw ned that you can't.

Ms. H ernstad: | guess another concern that we've had is that by
the tinme it gets to the PRT in nost cases, | nean we have one case now
that's been with the Gty for 20 years and you | ook at the nunber of tines
that the Police, Building & Safety, Health, Urban Devel opnent, Health and
Human Servi ces that the anmount of Staff time invested in that one property
is pretty overwhelnming. Well, then when you take, you know, even just the
PRT cases and then add to that just the nunber of inspections that
Buil ding & Safety has had to do and the nunber of reinspections just the
amount of Staff time and | guess one of our concerns is that, you know, it
is tax dollars. And, if we are talking about trying to be nmore prudent
with tax dollars, you know, |I think that we don't | ook at the Staff tinme
that goes into addressing these problem properties. \Wether it's just
ei ght conpl ai nts about housing code violations or if it's a PRT case.

M. Fortenberry: What is the percentage of these homes that would
fall within Urban Devel opnents various zones of work whether they're
bl i ght

Ms. H ernstad: Darn near all of them It does tend to followthe
| ow or noderate incone areas of the City. There's a few outside, but nost
of them are in our older neighborhoods and | guess that's one of the
concerns is because we see that trend increasing and the number of
viol ations increasing and conplaints. And, again we don't see it in the
units where there are three or nore that are already i nspected. W see it
in the single fanmly and the duplexes. Soneone tonight nentioned
apartnments have been being licensed for 30 years and |I'm not sure if
that's true or not and he alluded to them being safer because of that.
Well, | guess that's our point is that we're not talking here about major
beautification things we're talking minimms here. M ni mum housi ng
standards. One of the issues tonight has been that this wasn't discussed
with REOVA. Well we have been tal king about this for several years and |
bel i eve that Curt Donal dson a few years ago did go to REOMA and di scussed
it with them They didn't like it | wunderstand, but you know, that
doesn't nean that we can't have nore dialog, but it doesn't nean that it
wasn't discussed with them

M. Canp: | have two questions, Wnn; first on the PRT, the Problem
Resol ution Team that's all governnment nenbers is that not correct, and
guess this idea of being discussed here of a Task Force to perhaps join
private and public sector may be another step that hasn't been handl ed so

we can get the input on both sides. Granted there's been discussion
t here. In fact, | don't think anyone here tonight is speaking against
sol ving these problens, just what is the best way to do that? So, | would

say that perhaps sone of the ideas and discussions that the PRT has had
m ght benefit or there mi ght be some other input fromdirect participation
in a Task Force by REOVA and ot her people so that you get that sharing of
know edge. And, | recognize PRT has to handle things on a very
di scretionary basis or careful basis. Second thing you alluded to one
property that's been |i ke a 20 year probl emand not know ng anyt hi ng about
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it | hate to ask an open question |ike this, but howwould this inspection
approach nake it any better? If all of the people on the PRT haven't been
able to solve it in 20 years, | guess PRT has been around about 4 or 5
years, but even in that period if it hasn't been sol vable how would the
i nspecti ons hel p?

Ms. H ernstad: That one case happens to be a rental unit and there
have been a | ot of problens on the interior of that unit. |In fact it was
the one that Patty alluded to earlier where the baby died. Were had that
been inspected those code violations woul d have been corrected. So, ..

M. Canp: Wiy didn't the City get it solved in that 20 years? That
concerns ne with all of our great people that we have that it wasn't
solved or why wasn't it shut down? Sonething slipped through the cracks.

Ms. Hernstad: Well, it is tough and we have to keep in mnd that's
probably the worst one in Lincoln and | don't think any of us want to
| egislate for the worst. There's always going to be one or two that, you
know, if we legislate for the worst then, you know, who knows what we
could end up with. The issue at that particular property, | think, has
been we have m nimum codes in Lincoln. W don't have a beautification
ordi nance al t hough sone people refer to the Quality of Life ordinance as
t hat . It isn't. We have mininmum standards so the Health Dept. for
exanpl e would go to that house and cite that owner for the m ni nrum code
viol ations. That owner would bring it up to the mininumand then that's
all he would do and so, and then he wouldn't do anything el se. And, then
it would deteriorate again and then nmaybe Building & Safety would get
called. Building & Safety would go out, the person would then neke the
m nimum requirenents and that's all he would do and then it would
deteriorate again. So, it's been kind of an ongoi ng process or problem

M. Canp: Excuse for interrupting, but it seens like in a situation
like that what we need to do is perhaps have sone different |egislation
t hat woul d have accumnul ative penalties so that that person ..

Ms. H ernstad: That's a great idea.

M. Canp: | nean in fact when I was on the Housi ng Appeal s Board |
brought that up. You know, let's |let the violators pay for this plus, you
know, that's wong. No one should be able to bring up to mninumcode in
one section of the nunicipal code and then deteriorate and go to anot her
That shouldn't be occurring in the city of our type in our comunity.

Ms. H ernstad: That is sonething that we |ooked at in the PRT and
they do do it in other cities and I'mnot sure, |'mthinking Ormha m ght
doit. But I think ..

M. Canp: Maybe this Task Force ought to |look at that as a fair
al ternatives.

Ms. Hjernstad: Well, | think there was sonme legal issues with it.
| think our Law Dept., and now |'mnot sure 'cause | don't remenber. But,
| think that's a great idea that we | ook at something |ike that.

M ke Morosin, Past President Mal one Nei ghbor hood Assoc., 2055 S St.
During nmy tenure as president that tragic did occur and it occurred i n our
nei ghbor hood and M. Hedrick we've had problens with for a very long tine
so we wel I know what happens in the ol der nei ghborhoods. W' ve watched it
happen. | renenber when the PRT was created. Wnn canme to the ol der
nei ghbor hoods and di scussed this. W were definitely for this and we
needed sone type of mechanismto work with the ol der nei ghbor hoods because
we did have sone |landl ords who did not take care of their property. W
had a |l ot of |andlords that did, but in the ol der nei ghborhoods it seened
to be falling on the side of a ot of landlords not taking care of it.

So, | hope that we can nove forward and formthe Task Force. There's many
things that need to be worked out and | hope included on that Task Force
will be citizens from the comunity that may not be rental property

owners, but have sone concerns especially within the ol der nei ghborhoods.
So, thank you. Any questions?

Doug Rotthaus, 8001 Lake St.: |'mal so Executive Vice President of
the Lincoln Board or Realtors. A couple of things. | think it's safe to
say our Association would be real apprehensive about passing the budget
prior to the ordinance. We've heard lots of promises that wll be
listened to and | guess | don't understand why that couldn't have cone
forward prior to now. You know, why the ordi nance has to wait until after
t he budget approval. A couple of things; nmy understanding is that the
draft ordi nance that we have seen just sinply nodify an exi sting ordinance
and according to, we were able to neet with M ke Merwi ck and Ron Peery
| ast week and ny understanding is that their department will not gain any
new authority by passage of the or the anendnent of the ordinance. It
sinmply creates the licensing process and the ability to collect fees. M
understanding is that an i nspecti on can be done now based upon a conpl ai nt
and it sound |li ke we've had properties that have been conpl ai ned about in
the past and have not been corrected. In sone of the cases that were
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tal ked about in the PRT study were not avail abl e, were not brought up, you
know, by the Building & Safety Dept. and we met with themand | find that
too surprising that that cones forward at the | ate hour as we've been said
to be appearing on this matter. So, it seens that any data that cones
forward at this point or is generated beyond this point has not been
anal yzed into the recomendati on to change the budget. And, | think it
shoul d be prior to making the addition to the budget and we just ask for
your cooperation with that and that we can work out an ordi nance whi ch our
associ ati on can support and which we feel then that we woul d al so support
the budgeting for that, you know, whatever the agreeable ordinance is,
excuse nme | got off track here a little bit. Sonething else | did want to
address just briefly, it was suggested that no one of our association
lives in older neighborhoods or lives in substandard areas, | don't
consider ny fornmer residence of 15 years to be in a substandard area, but
| was a resident of the Irving Dal e nei ghborhood for 15 years. One of the
reasons | noved and this is a personal situation, one of the reasons |
noved wer e because of a coupl e owner occupi ed properties. | really didn't
have problems with the immediate tenant occupied properties. W heard
over and over again that the evidence is not here to support that this
problemexists truly just with tenant occupi ed property. And, | think if,
you know, if there's one thing that we can agree on here is that we are
opposed to substandard housing and we don't support people who operate
substandard housing. W want to have an agreeabl e ordi nance before we
nove forward with the budget authorization, because once you approve the
budget then we're back down here argui ng about the ordinance if it's not
agreeable. And, | don't think extending the sanme type of authority they
have nowin Building & Safety is going to correct the problem Really ask
yoursel f, you know, they've been able to correct the problemup to now.
They can do an inspection based on a conplaint. |It's not getting done
My understanding is part of the problemis that judges tend to hand out
| ower fines than what the current ordi nances currently require and | think
if anything you need to put sone teeth in the existing |laws rather than
create governnent, nore inspections, nmore enployees. It's not the right
answer now. W need to get the ordinance before the budget. Thank you
Mark Hunzeker, 530 S. 13th St., Suite B: Appearing on behal f of the
Li ncoln Board of Realtors. Just a couple of last points and I wll be
very brief |I prom se you. | think Doug nakes a very good point that the
Bui | di ng and Safety Dept. will get no new power fromthis ordi nance ot her
than a requirement to license every single duplex and eventually every
single famly rental property in Lincoln. The testinony by Wnn
Hjernstad, | think, was very instructive. |In four years a 101 cases,
think, dealt with by the Probl em Resol ution Team the nap that she put up
i ndi cated 10 open cases in Septenber of 1998. That's not a very |large
case load and if you cannot put the forces of the Police Dept., Health
Dept., Urban Devel opnent, Building & Safety, and the Cty Attorney's
O fice and sone others that | forgot to wite down to get these problens
resolved expeditiously then it's not a matter of a problem of not
licensing duplexes. |It's a problemof people who own or occupy or both a
very smal | handful of problemproperties and nobody can seemto figure out
howto fix the problem This is not the solution to that kind of problem
We have had as Ron indicated a | arge increase in the nunmber of conplaints
as a result of passage of the Quality of Life ordinances. Don't doubt
that a bit. | think that's probably right and in fact probably justified
based on the |anguage of those ordinances, but keep in mnd those
ordi nances are not the m ninum housing code. Mst of those requirenents
focus on aesthetic issues. They talk about cracked and peeling paint,
br oken wi ndows, although that could be a m ni mum housi ng code viol ation
detached gutters and so forth. The thing that you really need to
under stand about the m ni num housing code that is it is a very powerfu
t ool . It is a very strong ordinance. In every case that the problem
resolution teamdealt with there were violations of the mninum housing
code. That's no surprise. | just noved out of a house that was a pretty
good house and a pretty nice nei ghborhood. And, | guarantee you that |
could find housing code violations in that house. | could find themin
yours, and yours, and yours, and yours. | have no doubt about it. The
m ni mum housi ng code ain't so mninum So the power that you are w el di ng
by an annual inspection of these is considerable and the fact of the
matter is it isn't going to help you resolve the problens that people are
tal ki ng about with the Problem Resolution Team So, we woul d suggest to
you again that is you're going to do a Task Force let's do a Task Force.
Let's try to figure out howto fix this problem Let's increase the fine,
let's provide for civil penalties, let's especially increase repeat
violation penalties. Let's deal with the problemand not just a nmeans of
revenue generation to create nore inspectors. That won't solve it.
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M SCELLANEQUS

Dan Al bertson, 3850 Orchard: | represent the Lincoln |ndependent
Busi ness Associ ati on and work with t he Budget and Monitoring Comittee and
first just on behalf of all 800 nenbers thank you for spending 5 or 6

hours having a hearing to | ook through your budget. That's, | was sitting
out there and I'm going to have soneone else cone next tine so | adnmre
you for hearing all this. Second, |I certainly want to thank the Mayor and

Steve Hubka. We've had an opportunity to cone in and | ook through your
budget book and they did a great job of presenting it to us and that was
really hel pful to us LIBA nenbers who really interested in the budget so
we real ly thank you for that process and we certainly thank all of you who
join us at LIBA for you participation because it really hel ps our business
menbers know what's going on. I've got sonme three observations of the
budget based on the review that we did and ask you to consider. On page
one of the budget it says this: the mgjor primary goal of the budget was
to keep the property tax rate up. We'd ask that you woul d naybe change
that focus a little that $7 nillion additional noney that you're
consi deri ng spendi ng woul d be used for sonething that we're sure you need
to spend it on. Wether we keep the, you know, we would actually prefer
that the level of the levy dropped so we don't see that as the, it |ooks
i ke the focus maybe ought to be better on what if you spend $7 million on
it as the things that are necessary and as conpared to just keeping the
| evy |low because you're in great tines right now. W've got a 9.1%
increase in sales tax. You've got a 4.6% increase in the property base.
You' re spending down supplies and nai ntenance about $350,000 and really
that's sort of borrowing into the future you're, as is in the proposed
budget. You're dropping the budget, you know, the budget bal ances i n nmany
of your budgets and that's really drawing off of your savings account.
When you' re doing this when you've got a 9.1% increase in your sales tax

which is 45% of your budget. | nean that's a huge increase and | guess
the question that LIBA would have is are you sure that you can sustain
that in case you don't get 9.1% increase next year. You know you're

addi ng 38 new enpl oyees. Those aren't people you're probably going to be
abl e to dism ss next year. That's what about 65%of all your increases of

personnel. | doubt if you can go back on that. And, | guess the question
is, once you've spent that noney , got the road going you wonder if the
times woul d change whether you can nmaintain that. And, LIBA would ask

that you really carefully consider that before you decide to spend all of
this wealth that's bei ng produced by the private sector this year which we
think 7.1% i ncrease in your budget is a good increase. | just ask you to
really think about that carefully whether you can sustain it into the
future, because we don't think, we never see it back up. The |ast thing,
and | 'mgoing totell you this all during the deal with the Fire Dept. and
Rural Metro | was never here, didn't have a talk on it, haven't taken a
position on the issue, but | do questionthis as it relates to the budget.
And, | knowthat this is sonething that's out in the community. | hear it
alot, but | don't take a side on it, but I want you to think about it.
You had three CPA's tell you that the $162, 000 that you were going to save
wasn't there. OK, now that's the private community of what LIBA
represents says it's not there, you know, that those nunbers are out there
and yet it's part of the budget that you're counting on. And, it goes to
credibility, | think, because | think the private sectors |ooking and
sayi ng, geez you've got the good reason not to count on that dollars and
although it's not an excessive anpunt just say, you know, you're saying
I'mgoing to have that nmoney. Just ask you to one question whether it's
there and it's not so nmuch whet her $162, 000 i s goi ng to nmake or break your
budget, but it does goto the idea that it sort of |ooks like you say it's
going to be there or that we don't really listen to when people say you
shoul d question that where you should show sonme caution. So we woul d ask
you to consider that and show sone caution. Finally, one |ast point, LIBA
woul d ask that you continue to work with the other entities to make sure
that all of the other entities Iike the County and the School to make sure
that maj or issues that are going to cost noney are being skewed up so t hat
they don't run right into each other. OK | nmean we've got to know what's
com ng down the road because if the school, you know, | really know which
part of ny bill comes fromthe Gty | |ook at ny whol e property tax bill.
OK? And that's what everyone else |I think does too. So, just nmake sure
it's queing up fairly with everyone else so that we know what the nmjor
i ssues of that's going to cost a |ot of noney, schools, Antel ope Vall ey,
what ever those are are getting lined up in ways that we're not running
right into each other. W hope there'd be alittle bit nmore coordination
there. That's nmy comments. Do you have any questions?
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SENG

Moved to adjourn the City Council Budget Hearing of August 7, 2000.
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the following vote: AYES. canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

So ordered.

Joan E. Ross, City DEPUTY CLERK

Judy Roscoe, O fice Assistant 111






